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for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HARTLEY: Committee on Labor sub
mits minority views on H. R. 4437, a bill to 
provide for the return of public employment 
offices to St ate operation, to amend the act 
of Congress approved June 6, 1933, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 1487, pt. II). Re
ferred to t he Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FALLON: 
H. R. '5215. A bill to make imported mer

chandise subject to the same internal-reve
nue taxes as similar merchandise of domes
tic origin; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: 
H. R. 5216. A bill to prevent discrimination 

in employment because of race, creed, sex, 
color, lack of color, national origin, ancestry, 
membership or nonmembership in any labor 
or fraternal organization; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of California: 
H. R. 5217. A bill to provide that upon dis

charge temporary members of the United 
States Coast Guard Reserve be issued certifi
cates of discharge, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: 
H. R. 5218. A bill to amend the National 

Housing Act, as amended; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HART: 
H. R. 5219. A bill to provide for the ap

pointment of an additional district judge 
for the district of New Jersey; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFOLLETTE: 
H. R. 5220. A bill to prevent employers 

guilty of unfair labor practices which cause 
striltes from charging the United States with 
the cost of such strikes through tax deduc
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. WOODHOUSE: 
H . R. 5221. A bill providing equal- pay for 

equal work for women, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: 
H . R. 5222. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Agriculture to sell certain lands in Alaska 
to the city of Sitka, Alaska; to the Committee 
on Agriculture . 

By Mr. BOYKIN: 
H. R. 5223. A bill to extend temporarily the 

time for filing applications for patents, for 
talcing action in the United States Patent 
Office with respect thereto, for preventing 
proof of acts abroad with respect to the malt
ing of an invention, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina: 
H. Con. Res.121. Concurrent resolution au

thorizing the House Committee on Ways and 
Means to have printed for its use additional 
copies of the report to the committee of its 
technical staff relative to the issues in social 
security; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 
H. Res. 493. Resolution requesting the 

Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors to 
review the reports on Sebastian Inlet, Fla.; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of Kentucky, memorializ
ing the President and the Congress of the 

United States to use the Army Post at Fort 
Thomas, Ky., as a veterans' hospital; to the 
Committee on World War Veterans' Legisla
tion. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: 
H. R. 5224. A bill for the relief of Verne 

Eut uk and Earl Scott; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. COFFEE: 
H. R. 5225. A bill for the relief of Lee Wood· 

ard; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HENDRICKS: 

H. R. 5226. A bill granting a pension to 
Nell H.·Shacklette; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. SIKES: 
H. R. 5227. A bill for the relief of the estnte 

of Alfred Lewis Casson, deceased, and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mrs. WOODHOUSE: 
H. R. 5228. A bill for the relief of Stephen 

Lisay; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

1486. By Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution of St. 
Ann's Holy Name Society of St. Ann's Church, 
Boston, Mass., opposing compulsory military 
training; to the Committee on Military Af
fairs. 

1487. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Board of Supervisors of the City and County 
of Honolulu, T. H., petitioning consideration 
o~ their resolution with reference to imme
diate statehood for Hawaii; to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

1488. Also, petition of the St. Paul Trades 
and Labor Assembly, petitioning considera
tion of their resolution with reference to 
their desire for enactment of laws proposed 
by President Truman to meet the labor sit
uation; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments. 

1489. Also, petition of Dominic Ingrassia 
and others, petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to the demobiliza
tion program; to the Committee. on Military 
Affairs. 

1490. Also, petition of the crew of the 
steamship William H. Aspinwall, petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with ref
erence to endorsement of H. R. 2346; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 24, 1946 

<Legislative day of Friday, January 18, 
1946) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 God whose will is peace, to the 
searching light of Thy effulgence we 
would open the shuttered rooms of our 
darkened minds. We come cohfessing 
the evils that shut Thee out, the narrow 
circles of self-sufficiency and self-cen
teredness which are th.e imprisoning 
bars of our spirits keeping us from the 
glorious liberty of more abundant life 
whose bounds are as broad as the mystic 

oneness of humanity which, under all 
skies, stretches lame hands of prayer 
to the one God high over all. . Having 
delivered us from fierce foes who plotted 
to put out the very light of our liberty, 
save us now from quenching that same 
precious flame by the angry breath of 
our own divisive contentions. In the 
overwhelming sense of Thy goodness, in 
humble gratitude to the God who has 
made and preserved us a nation, may we 
enter into unity with Thy purpose and 
become in some measure tha instru
ments of Thy healing peace. In the 
Redeemer's name. Amen. 

DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESIDENT 
PRO 'IEMPORE 

The Chief Clerk read the following 
.'etter~ 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, D. C., January 24, 1946. 
To the Senate: 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, · 
I appoint Hon. BURNET R. MAYBANK, a Sen
ator from the State of South Carolina, to 
perform the duties of the Chair during my 
absence. 

KENNETH McKELLAR, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. MAYBANK thereupon took the 
<;hair as Acting President pro tempore. 

ATI'ENDANCE OF A SENATOR 

BURTON K. WHEELER, a Senator from 
the State of Montana, appeared in his 
seat today. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was communi
cated to the Senate by Mr. Mil~er, one of 
his secretaries. 

JOURNAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY 
17, 1946 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the motion of Mr. HOEY to amend the 
Journal of proceedings of the Senate of 
Thursday, January 17, 1946. 

Mr. BANKHEAD obtained the floor. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President-
Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield to the ma-

jority leader, if I may do so without losing 
the floor. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I desire to make a 
point of no quorum, and I now make that 
point, if I am entitled to be recognized 
for that purpose. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Austin 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Briggs 
Buck 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Fulbright 

George 
Gerry 
GosEett 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hart 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Hickenlooper 
Hill 
Hoey 
Huffman 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Lucas 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 

Magnuson 
May bank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Morse 
Murdock 
Murray 
Myers 
O'Daniel 
Papper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stanfill 
Stew an 
Taft 
Taylor ~ 
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Thomas, Okla. Wheeler 
Thomas, Utah Wherry 
Tobey Whit e 
Wals h Wiley 

Willls 
W ilson 
Young 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Virginia [Mr. GLA-ss], the Sena
tor from Louisiana [Mr. OVERTON], and 
the Senator from New York [Mr. WAG
NER] are absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS] is absent because of illness in 
his family. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
CARVILLE], and the Senator from Wyo
ming [Mr. O'MAHONEY] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCAR
RAN] is .absent on public business. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
MITCHELL J · is detained on official busi
ness. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN
NALLY] is absent on official business as a 
representative of the United States at
tending the first session of the General 
Assembly of the United Nations now 
being held in London. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. TuN
NELL] is absent on official business as a 
member of the Mead committee. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AIKEN] and the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. BALL] are absent 
because of illness. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
BROOKS], the Senator from New Jersey 
LMr. HAWKES], the lf)er...ator from North 
Dalwta [Mr. LANGER], and the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MooRE] are neces
sarilY absent. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
KNOWLAND] is absent on official business 
as a member of the Mead. committee. 

The -Senator fi'om Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] is absent on official busi
ness as a Tepresentative of the United 
States attending the first session of the 
General Assembly of the United Nations 
now being held in London. 

The ACTJNG PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Seventy-seven Senators having 
answered to their names, a -quorum is 
present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Alabama yield, with
out losing the floor or any of his rights, 
in order that I may make a brief state
ment about the measure before the 
Senate and the parliamentary situation 
regarding it? -

Mr. BANKHEAD. If there may be 
unanimous consent that I shall not lose 
my status. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Sena
tor may yield to me briefly without los
ing the floor. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objection, the Senator 
from Kentucky may proceed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, my 
only reason for making the request is 
that, because of other duties, I can be 
on the floor of the Senate only between 
the hours of 12 and 2, and I wish to make 
a brief statement about the measure un
der discussion, about my attitude to
ward it, and about the parliamentary 
situation. and in o1·der that I may make 
the statement brief, so as not to take too 
much time, to which the Senator from 

Alabama is otherwise entitled, I ask that 
I may mak-e the statement without inter~ 
ruption. 

Mr. President, in my capacity as a 
Member of the Senate, and in my capac
ity as majo.rity leader of the Senate, I 
have always assumed .the attitude that 
any committee of the Senate, after giv
ing careful consideration to any meas
ure, and after reporting the measure to 
the Senat and placing it upon the cal
endar, is entitled to have the measure 
considered by the Senate and voted up
on. That has been my universal, long
standing attitude, and to that end I have 
sought to cooperate, to the best of my 
ability, with the chairmen of all com
mittees, and the members of the com
mittees, in bringing about the fair and 
just consideration of ev-ery· measure re
ported by a committee. 

The bill now under consideration was 
reported several months ago by the com
mittee to which it had been referred, and 
it was placed on the calendar. 

Prior to the adjournment of the Con
gress before the Christmas holidays, the 
Senator frem New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] 
announced publicly here in the Senate 
that at the first opportunity he might 
have following the adjournment and the 
convening of the second session of this 
Congress. he would move to consider 
Senate billlOl. All Senators had notice 
that the Senator from New Mexico in
tend-ed to do that. He had the -same 
right to do it that any other Senator 
or tl .. e chairman of any other committee 
or any member of a committee has to 
bring up any other measure. I recognize 
no difference between this measure and 
any other measure, insofar as the right 
to have it considered by the Senate is 
concerned. 

The President" of the United States has 
been mildly criticized on the assumption 
that he had some part in having this 
measure brought up at this .time. I wish 
to say that, so far as I know, the Presi
dent of the United States · did not know 
that the Senator from New Mexico ·would 
move, on the day he did move, to bring 
this bill forward, and, so far as I know, 
he did not know when the Senator from 
New Mexico or any other Senator in
tended to move to bring the bill up for 
consideration in the Senate. At no time 
have I discussed with the President, nor 
has he discussed with me, or asked any 
information from me, as to when the bill 
would be b1·ought foTward for considera-
tion. · 

We all know that the President is· in
terested in the proposed legislation. He 
has endorsed it a number of times. He 
has recommended it to the Congress in 
more than one message and in pub1ic 
statements. He extended the life of the 
Fair Employment Practice Committee by 
Executive order. His predecessor, Mr. 
Roosevelt, created the Fair Employment 
Practice Committee by Executive order. 
He haq a right to do that. He thought 
he was acting in the interest of the 
country when he did it, and in that con
clusion I agree and concur completely. 
. I think President Roos-evelt not only 

thought he was acting in the interest of 
unity and solidarity in the conduct of the 
war in creating this committee to see 

that fa-ir .employment practices were 
adopted and pursued; I think he was so 
acting. l think President Truman was 
sincere and is sincere in advocating the 
enactment of the proposed legisla tion, 
without in any way under~aking to con
trol the procedure in the Senate. I dt) 
not think he has attempt ed in any way 
to inject himself into the procedure so 
far as the timing of the consideration
of the bill has been concerned. I feel 
like saying that, in justice to th-e Presi
dent. 

Mr. President; I assume some respon
sibility, and I do so unhesitatingly, for 
the fact that the bill is now under con
sideration. While I exonerate th~ Presi
dent from attempting to inject himself 
into the matter of procedure, I accept my 
full responsibility for the part I played 
in it. Practically always it has been ~us
tomary for chairmen of committees in 
charge of legislation to consult me as 
the majority leader as to the program 
and the propriety of attempting to bring 
forward any hill at any particular time, 
or at some time when it is convenient to 
do so. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ] during the first week of this 
session sought me out to inquire when 
it would be desirable and feasible to bring 
this bill to the fioor of the Senate for 
consideration. We discussed the mat
ter. There was no urgent legislation 
awaiting the attention of the Senate. 
There was no bill on the calendaT which 
was of sufficient urgency that we could 
not recess f.or 3 weeks during the 
Christmas holidays rath-er than to con
sider it. And since we have returned 
here only two bills nave been reported 
by eommittees of the Senate to he added 
to the calendar. It occurred to me 
and I so st ated frankly to the Senato~ 
from New Mexico, that in that situat ion 
it seemed to me that the sooner this 
m atter was brought to the Senate and 
disposed of one way or another, while 
there was a lag in legislative urgency 
in otber matters, while we had time to 
consider it before other important meas
ures might be reported from commit
tees, the bet ter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I asked not to be in
terrupted, but I yield to the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am interested in 
the statement the Senator is making. 
I sat here .and heard the dis tinguished 
majority lead-er ask the Senate not to 
take up any matt-er until after the mes
sage of the President of the United 
States had been received. I had as
sUlned that that course would be fol
lowed and, therefore, was not even 
present at the later date when the bill 
was taken up by the Senate. I was 
absent because of my understanding 
that nothing was to be brought up until 
after the message of the President of 
the United States had been received. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
Senator's understanding of that situa
tion is not quite correct. I did on the 
first day of the session ask Senators not 
to bring forward bills, resolutions, or 
other matters until ·the President'3 mes-



1946 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 315 
sage was received, provided that it was 
received by the following Thursday, but 
that if it was not received by that time 
I would not ask Senators to forego their 
ordinary privilege of bringing before the 
Senate matters of that kind. I want to 
say now to the Senator from Georgia 
that I did not know that the Senator 
from New Mexico was going to bring up 
this bill on the day on which it was 
brought up or the motion was made, be
cause I had gotten from him the im
pression that he did not intend to move 
to bring it up until the following week. 
That was last week. That may have 
been an erroneous impression on my 
part, but, at any rate, I was so ill-advised 
about his intention to bring it up on 
that day that I was at the time he made 
the motion in the barber shop having 
my hair trimmed. A page rushed down 
to tell me that a motion had been made 
to bring a bill up for consideration on 
the floor, and I rushed up to the Senate 
Chamber with one side of my head 
trimmed and the other side shaggy, in 
order that I might vote. I say that, Mr. 
President, in order to emphasize the fact 
that I did_ not know that the Senator 
from New Mexico was to bring the mat
ter up on that day. But I do not regard 
that as material. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is my recollection 
that the able majority leader and the 
able minority leader asked Senators on 
both sides of the aisle not to ask to have 
any matter taken up, or even to go so 
far as to introduce any bills, until after 
the President's message had been re
ceived. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator from 
Georgia was here when I made that 
statement he will recall that I asked 
that nothing be done until after the 
President's message had been received, 
but that if it was not sent here by the 
following Thursday I would not insist 
on Senators following that course. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for one question? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not want to take 
the time of the Senator from Alabama, 
and I want to complete my statement, 
but I yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The fact still remains 
that I did consult the Senator from Ken
tucky, and I asked him if my motion 
would in any way interfere with any pro
gram the Senator might have in mind. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is cor
rect about that, and, for the reasons I 
have already indicated, I assured the 
Senator that so far as I was concerned, 
and so far as any program that was im
mediately available or urgent was con
cerned, I had no objection to his making 
his motion to bring up the bill for con
sideration by the Senate. 

The motion being made at the time 
when it was on that particular day :t.naY 
have taken some Senators by surprise. 
It did me, to be frank about it. But I do 
:rtot think that in any way subjects the 
Senator from New Mexico to criticism, 
because he had served notice before the 
recess. that he would take advantage of 
the first opportunity to bring this bill 
forward and have it considered after the 
Senate reconvened. So much for that, 
Mr. President. 

I wish to state that I have supported 
this proposed legislation. I supported it 
during the administration of Mr. Roose
velt, who inaugurated the Fair Employ
ment Practice Committee. I supported 
it in the appropriations which were 
brought forward here for its mainte
nance. I supported it in the last session 
of Congress when the matter of appro
priation was involved, and there was a 
delay due to the debate which took place. 
I was somewhat instrumental, I think, 
in bringing about the agreement that 
enabled the Fair Employment Practice 
Committee to go forward for the fiscal 
year ending next June 30. 

I favor this legislation. I voted, Mr. 
President, to extend the arm of the Fed
eral Government into every home and 
into every city and into every town in 
the United States and take from the 
homes and communities every able
bodied man available for military service 
without regard to race, color, creed, reli
gion, ancestry, or origin. When we 
passed the draft law subjecting every 
able-bodied man in this country between 
certain ages to compulsory service in be
half of his country, in behalf of our in
stitutions, in behalf of our way of life 
and our form of democracy, we made no 
exceptions, we made no exemptions on 
account of race or color or ancestry. 

Mr. President, so far as I am con
cerned-and I do not assume to speak 
for anyone but myself-so far as I am 
concerned· as a Senator from my State 
I do not see how I, having voted to sub
ject men to compulsory military service 
in behalf of our institutions in wartime, 
can refuse to vote for the same kind 
of democracy in peace when the war 
has been won. The world is now in a 
chaotic condition. The people of the 
world are wondering what, after all, is to 
come out of this great struggle in be
half of all the people of the world. And 
especially are we in the United States of 
America wondering what will happen to 
our people. 

I have never taken a poll or a census 
. of the people of my State as to how they 
stand upon this proposed Fair Employ
ment Practice Commission legislation. I 
am now receiving from my State tele
grams threatening me with defeat if 
and when I again become a candidate, 
if I vote for this legislation. 

Mr. President, I have always recog
nized the right of ~very citizen of my 
State to vote as he or she may see fit 
when .I have been a candidate, and when 
any other man or woman has been a 
candidate for public office. I have not 
only recognized the right of all citizens 
to vote as they please when I am in
volved, but I know that they themselves 
recognize that right upon their part, and 
not only do they recognize it, but in my 
case they have exercised it. Hundreds 
of thousands of my fellow citizens in 
Kentucky always vote against me, and 
they have a right to vote against me. 
But I want to say, for the benefit of the 
United States Senate and for the benefit 
of the people of Kentucky, that whether 
it is 5 years hence when I might become 
a candidate for the United States Senate 
or for any other office, or whether it is 
in the midst of a current campaign in 
which I am involved as a candidate for 

reelection, my vote has never been in
:fiuenced and will never be influenced by 
any threat to defeat me, or by any effort 
to intimidate me with respect to the 
exercise of my own judgment here in re
gard to legislation which comes before 
the Senate of the United States. So far 
as those who are seeking to intimidate 
me now by threatening my defeat, if and 
when I should ever again become a 
candidate, are concerned, they might 
save their expenses for telegrams by 
withholding any such threats or intimi
dations, because they will not in the 
slightest degree influence me in my vote 
upon the pending legislation. I feel that 
all Senators worthy of occupying that 
office-and that includes all Senators 
present-feel the same way about efforts 
to intimidate Members of this body in 
matters of legislation upon which they 
nave deep convictions. 

I should like to say one further word. 
Not only have I always believed that any 
bill reported by a committee is entitled 
to the consideration of the Senate, but I 
have always believed that it was entitled 
to be brought to a vote in order that the 
Senate might_ express its will upon it. 
Believing that-as I have always believed 
ever since I have been in the Senate-I 
have never hesitated to vote for what we 
call cloture. It is a term not well under
stand by the people of the country. The 
other day I was asked by an outstanding 
businessman, who has been marvelously 
successful, to such an extent that he has 
retired from business at a reasonably 
young age and is enjoying life, what we 
meant by cloture. He had read about it 
in the newspapers. It is not -a term 
which is familiar to the general public. 
I had to explain to him what we meant 
by cloture; that we called it cloture, but 
that it was really a motion to close de
bate, or go through the effort to close 
debate. 

Believing that every measure brought 
to the Calendar of the Senate is entitled 
to consideration, and believing that the 
Senate is entitled to vote upon every such 
measure, I have heretofore voted to close 
debate. I have voted for cloture, and I 
have voted for it on the theory that if I 
voted fox it in one case I was not auto
matically bound by any future implica
tion of the rule of cloture which might 
embarrass me in the method in which I 
might consider future legislation coming 
before the Senate. In other words, every 
measure stands on its own bottom and its 

. own merits; and the effort to restrain, 
restrict, or limit debate, and the vote 
upon the motion for cloture upon any 
measure do not in any way bind any Sen
·ator as to how ·he should vote in the 
future on some other cloture motion per
taining to some other legislation. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I have al· 
ways felt that when debate had run for 
a reasonable length of time and the Sen
ate desired, by a two-thirds vote, to close 
debate-which really does not close de
bate, because every Senator has an hour, 
and if all Senators exercise that right, 
it means 96 hours before a vote can be 
had upon the matter-the Senate is 
entitled, as a right, to vote. 

I have always felt, and I now feel
and I say this without offense to anyone, 
because I have the highest respect and 
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deepest affection for every Member of the 
Senate-that the filibuster as a legisla
tive institution is unjustifiable and inde
fensible. This is the only body among 
all the legislative bodies in the world 
about which I knpw anything, where it 
is recognized as a legislative institution 
and is practiced. The legislature of my 
State met 2 weeks ago, and one of the 
first things it did was to adopt rules 
which would prevent anyone from delay
ing a vote on a measure in the Kentucky 
Legislature, on the them·y that it has the 
right to vote on legislation which is 
brought forward. That is the way I feel 
about the United States Senate. 

Therefore, Mr. President, if and when 
a motion is made to close debate upon 
the measure which is the unfinished busi
ness of the Senate, I not only intend to 
vote for that motion and for the closing 
of debate upon the pending measure, but 
I am ready, as I have heretofore been 
ready, to sign a petition to close debate 
so that the Senate of the United States 
may have an opportunity to express its 
will upon this legislation. 

There is nothing new in my attitude 
on that subject. I have heretofore voted 
for cloture, and I have heretofore signed 

. petitions for cloture. I am prepared 
now, and will be prepared in the future, 
when I think the time has come when 
the Senate is entitled to· vote upon any 
measure, whether I favor the particular 
measure or do not favor it, to vote to 
bring it to a vote in the Senate by the 
kind of limitation of debate which the 
s~nate has provided for in its rules. 

Mr. President, I have taken more tim·e 
th~m I intended, and I apologize to the 
Senator from Alabama, and thank him 
for giving me this opportunity to express 
my views upon the matter ,; because in 
all likelihood it would have been the only 
opportunity I would have had to express 
my feelings. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Alabama yield to me for 
the purpose of asking the majority leader 
a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no objection. 
I · should like to address a few remarks 
to this body. 

Mr. TAFT; There will be but one 
question. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator 
from Alabama wish to yield to the Sen
ator from Ohio? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not wish to 
yield for a debate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will guarantee that 
there will be no debate. I may not even 
answer the question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield for a ques
tion. · 

Mr. TAFT. I wonder if the Senator 
can suggest a parliamentary method-! 
have one or two in mind-by which a 
cloture petition could be filed? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That question might 
involve a long discussion of the parlia
mentary situation, which I think would 
be unfair to the Senator from Alabama. 
Therefore I prefer not· to go into the 
question at this time. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were communi
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries. 
EXTENSION OF INTERAMERICAN COFFEE 

AGREEMENT-,.REMOVAL OF INJUNC
TION OP SECRECY FROM PROTOCOL 

Mr. GEORGE. Mt. President, will the 
Senator from Alabama yield to me for 
the purpose of asking that the injunction 
of secrecy be removed from a treaty in
volving the extension of the inter-Ameri
can coffee agreement of November 28, 
1940? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I cannot do so 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may pro
pound this request without interference 
with the right of the Senator from Ala
bama to the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, as in 
executive session, I ask unanimous con
sent that the injunction of secrecy be 
removed from Executive A, Seventy
ninth Congress, second session, a proto
c'ol to extend for 1 year from October 
1, 1945, with certain modifications, the 
inter-American coffee agreement signed 
in Vo/ashington on November 28, 1940. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Without objection, the injunction of 
secrecy will be removed from the proto
col, and it will be published in the 
RECORD. 

The protocol, with accompanying 
papers, is as follows: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
JanuanJ 22, 1946. 

To the Senate oj the United States: 
With a view to receiving the advice and 

consent of the Senate to ratification, I trans
mit herewith a protocol to extend for 1 year 
from October 1, 1945, with certain modifica
tions, the inter-American coffee agreement, 
signEd in Washington on Novembet: 28, 1940. 

. The protocol was open for signature at the 
Pan American Union in Washington from . 
September 1, 1945, until November 1, 1945, 
and during that pe1·iod was signed for the 
United States of America, "subject to rati
fication," and for the 14 other American Re
publics which became parties to the inter
American coffee- agreement. 

With the protocol of extension, I transmit 
for the information of the Senate a repOrt 
on the protocol made to me by the Acting 
Secretary of State. 

I consider it important that the Senate 
give early consideration to the proj;ocol. 

HA.r.RY S. TRUMAN. 

(Enclosures: (1) Report of the Acting 
Secretary of State; (2) protocol extending the 
inter-American coffee agreement-certified 
copies in the English, Spanish, Portuguese, 
and French languages.) 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, .JanuaTy ·16, 1946. 

The PRESIDENT, 
The White House: 

The undersigned, the Acting Secretary of 
State, has the honor to lay before the Presi
dent, with a View to its transmission to the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of 
that body to ratification, i! his judgment ap
prove thereof, a prot?col to extend for· 1 · 

year from October 1, 1945, with certain modi
fications, the inter-American coffee agree
ment, signed in Washington on November 
28, 1940. The protocol, in accordance with 
the provisions of article 4 thereof, was open 
for signature at the Pan American Union in 
Washing.ton from September 1, 1945, until 
November 1, 1945, and during that period was 
signed for .the United States of America, 
"subject to ratification," and for the 14 other 
American Republics which became parties to 
the inter-American coffee agreement. 

The protocol retains the framework of the 
inter-American coffee agreement for a 1-
year period. but suspends the provisions of 
articles I to Vlli, inclusive, or that ag1·eem.ent, 
which relate to coffee quotas, with the ex
ception that, under emergency conditions, 
such articles of the· agreement shall again 
become effective upon a motion approved by 
at least 95 percent of the total vote of the 
Intel'-Amedan Coffee Board. 

Article a of the protocol provides that dur
ing the 1-yeu period. for which that protocol 
extends the agreement the Inter-American 
Coffee Board shall undertake to prepare a 
thorough analysis of the world coffee situa
tion and shall formulate recommendations, 
for the consideration of the governments now 
participating in the agreement and of other 
governments which might be interested in 
participating in a revised agreement, regard
ing the type of h1.ternational cooperation that 
appeal'S most likely to contribute to the de
velopment of sound, prosperous conditions 
in international trade in coffee equitable for 
bot h producers and consumers. 

The 1-year extension provided for by the 
protocol has been recommended ~y an inter
departmental committee consisting of repre
sentatives of the interested agencies of the 
United States Government, and that recom
mendation approved by the Executive Com
mittee on Economic Foreign Policy. The 
domestic coffee trade has indicat ed that it is 
agreeable to the extension of the agreement 
for 1 year under the terms set forth in the 
protocol. 

Information on the background and pur
poses of . the coffee agreement is set forth in 
the report of Janu:u-y 8 , 1941, by the Secre
tary of State to the President (S. Exec. A, 
77th Cong., 1st sess.) . 

Advice and consent to ratification of the 
coffee agreement w:as given by the Senat e on 
February 3, 1941. The agreement was ratified 
by the President on February 12, 1941, and 
the instrument of ratification by the United 
States ·deposited with the Pan American 
U.nion on April 14, 1941. On April 15, 1941, 
a protocol was signed at Washington, bring:
ing the agreement into force on April 16, 
1941, among the governments which had at 
that time deposited ratifications or approvals 
of the ·agreement. The Congress of the 
United States, by joint resolution approved 
April 11, 1941, provided for the carrying out 
of the obligations of the United States under 
the agreement on and after the entry into 
force of the agreement and during the con
tinuation in force of the o~ligations of the 
United States thereunder (55 Stat. 133). 

The agreement, which was to expire on 
October 1, 1943, was twice extended without 
modification for 1-year periods by unanimous 
approval of the signatory countries. That 
action was taken pursuant to the provisions 
of article XXIV of the agreement, which au
thorize the continuation of the agreement 
upon acceptance by all participating govern
ments · of a recommendation by the Inter
American Coffee Board that the dW'ation of 
the agreement be extended. Those exten
sions also were approved by the domestic 
coffee trade. 

Inasmuch as the protocol is to remain in 
effect for only 1 year from October 1, 1945, 
the Department of State recommends it s 
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early approval by the Government of the 
United States of America. 

Respectfully submitted, 
DEAN ACHESON, 

Acting Secretary. 
fEnclosure: Protocol extending the inter

American coffee agreement-certified copies 
in the English, Spanish, Portuguese, and 
French languages.) 

PROTOCOL FOR THE ExTENSION OF THE INTER
AMERICAN CoFFEE AGREEMENr FOR 1 YEAR 
FRoM OCTOBER 1, 1945 
Whereas an Inter-American Coffee Agree

ment (hereinafter referred to as "the Agree
ment") was signed in Washington Novem
bsr ~8. 1£40; 

And whereas by a protocol signed in Wash-
· ington on April 15, 1941, the Agreement was 
regarded as having come into force immedi
ately in respect of the Governments signa
tory to that protocol; 

And whereas it was provided in the said 
Agreement that it should continue in force 
until October 1, 1943; 

And whereas by unanimous consent the 
Governments signatory to the Agreement 
have twice extended the said Agreement un
changed for one-year periods, these exten
sions being duly attested by two certified 
and s:gned Declarations passed by the Inter
American Coffee Board on May 12, 1943, and 
July 25, 1944, respectively, which were duly 
deposited in the Pan American Union on 
June 11, 1943, and September 11, 1944, re
spectively, in accordance with the procedure 
established in Article XXIV of the Agree
ment. 

Now, therefore, in support of a recommen
dation made by the Inter-American Coffee 
Board on· June 13, 1945, the Governments 
signatory to · the present protocol, consid
ering that it is expedient that the Agree
ment should be prolonged for a further 
term, subject to the conditions stated below, 
have agreed as follows: 

ARTICLE 1 

Subject to the provisions of Article 2 
hereof, the Agreement shan · continue in 
force between the Government signatory to 
the present protocol for a period of one year 
from October 1, 194G. 

ARTICLE .2 

During . the period specified in Article 1 
above, the Governments signatory to the 
present protocol agree that the provisions 
of Articles I through and including VIII 
of the Agreement shall be inoperative, ex
cept that, under emergency conditions, such 
articles of the Agreement shall again become 
effective upon a motion arproved by at least 
a 95% of the total vote of the Inter-Ameri-
can Coffee Board. · 

ARTICLE 3 

a. The Governments signatory to the pres-
.ent protocol agree that, during the period 
spzcified in Article 1 above, the Inter-Ameri
can Coffee Board shall undertake to prepare 
a thorough analysis of the world coffee situ
ation and shall formulate recommendations, 
for the consideration of the governments 
now p:uticipating in the Agreement and of 
other governments that might be interested 
in participating in a revised agreement, re
garding .the type of international coopera· 
tion that appears most likely to contribute 
to the development of sound, prosperous 
conditions in international trade in coffee 
equitable for both producers and consumers. 

b. Such recommendations shall take due 
.account of any general principles of com
modity policy embodied in any agreement 
which may be concluded under the auspices 
of the United Nations prior to the submis
sion of such recommendations. 

ARTICLE 4 
The present protocol shall .be open for sig

nature at the Pan American pnion from 

September 1, 1945, until November 1, 1945: 
Pnvided, however, That all signatures shall 
be deemed to have effect as of Octobar 1, 
1945. 

In witness whereof the undersigned, being 
duly authorized thereto by their respective 
Governments, have signed the present pro
tocol. 

Done at the city of Washington in English, 
Spanish, Portuguese, and Frenc~. The orig
inal instrument in each language shall be 
deposited in the Pan American Union and 
certified copies shall be furnished to the 
Governments signatory to this protocol. 

Brazil: 
(Sgd.) E. PENTEADO 

Colomb!a (ad referendum): 
(Sgd.) EMILIO TaRO 

Costa Rica: 
(Sgd.) J. RAFAEL 0REAMUNO 

Cuba (sujeto a ratiflcacion par el Senado): 
(Sgd.) . GUILLERMO BELT 

Dominican Republic: 
(Sgd.) EMILIO GARCiA GODOY 

Ecuador (ad referendum) : 
(Sgd.) JORGE REYFS 

El Salvador: 
( Sgd.) HECTOR DAVID CASTRO 

Guatemala (ad referendum): 
(Sgd.) ENRIQUE LOPEZ HERRARTE 

Haiti: 
(Sgd.) ELIE GARCIA 

Honduras: 
(Sgd.) JULIAN R. CACERES 

Mexico: 
(Sgd.) RAFAEL DE LA COLINA 

Nicaragua (ad referendum): 
( Sgd.) ALBERTO SEVILLA SACASA 

Peru (ad referendum): 
(Sgd.) H. FERNANDEZ DAVILA 

United States (subject to ratification): 
( Sgd.) DEAN ACHESON 

Venezuela (ad referendum): 
(Sgd.) M.A. FALCON BRICENO 

I hereby certify that the foregoing docu
ment is a true a.nd faithful copy of the orig
inal of the protocol for the extension of the 
Inter-American Coffee Agreement from Oc
tcbar 1, 1945, deposited in the Pan .American 
Union on November 1, 1945. 

WASHINGTON, D. C.,. December 5, 1945. 
[SEAL] L. S. Rov{E, 

Director General o t the 
Pan American Union. 

REDUCTION OF NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL 
EXPENDITURES - CIVILIAN EMPLOY
MENT IN THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF 
THE GOVERNMENT 

· Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for the purpose of 
submitting a report from the .Joint Com
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures? 

Mr. BANI~HEAD. I yield, with the 
understanding that my right to the :fioor 
shall not be prejudiced. 

Mr. BYRD. I ask unanimous consent 
to submit a report from the Joint Com
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential 
Federal Expenditures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, personnel 
.figures for November 1945, as compiled 
by the Joint Committee on Reduction of 
Nonessential Federal Expenditures, show 
a total of 3,215,423 employees for the 
executive branch of the Federal Govern
ment. This is a decrease of 162,250 from 
the October ·figure of 3,377,673. 

This reduction would prove heartening 
to those wishing to place the Govern
ment on an economic and efficient pre
war ·basis were it not that, except for 
reduction in employment in war and 

Navy, Federal personnel actually in
creased 4,168 during the month of No
vember. Civilian reductions for the War 
and Navy Departments, both continental 
and abroad, show a net reduction of 166,-
418 from the previous :figure. 

The increases are accounted for large
ly by additions of 10,350 in Reconstruc
tion Finance Corporation, of 6,468 in 
Veterans' Administration, and of 1,032 
in the Post Office Department. Nineteen 
other agencies increased their employees, 
bringing the total to 18,580 new employ
ees; while 30 agencies <excluding War 
and Navy) decreased employment only 
14,412. 

I have constantly brought to the at
tention of the President, the Congress·, 
and the people of the Nation the neces
sity for reducing personnel. If we are to 
reduce taxes, this is one way to do it. 
No one knows this better than the Con
gress, which must face this issue imme
diately. 

Yet the fact remains that the agencies 
are not reducing their personnel, despite 
the cessation of wartime demands. It is 
true that in certain instances agencies 
have been terminated. A few are even 
now in the process of liquidation. But 
what has become of their personnel? To 
a very gl'eat extent they have been trans
ferred to other agencies. 

Much of S\lCh reduction as has taken 
pl~ce has been in industrial employees, 
not in white-collared personnel. · 

In August, when the war ended, the 
Labor Department had 6,346 employees. 
Today it has 34,596. Most of these em
ployees came from the War Manpower 
Commission, the National War Labor 
Board, and the Office of War Mobilization 
and Reconversion. In August the State 
Department had 11,188 employees. To
day it has 18,943 because of transfers 
from the Office of War Information, 
Office of Inter-American Affairs, and 
Office of S~rategic Services. Recon
struction Flnance Corporation has 
doubled its employment since VJ-day. 

As Congress makes its plans for the 
coming fiscal year not only serious 
thought but action is needed if run-away 
expenditures are to be curtailed. If 
2,000,000 employees were dropped from 
the Federal rolls, there would still be sev
eral hundred thousand more than there 
were in 1939. Surely these would suffice 
to carry on necessary added functions 

. occasioned by the war aftermath. The 
pay-roll savings from this reduction 
would undoubtedly not only tend to bring 
the Budget into balance for the first time 
in 17 years, but it would also bring about 
a solely needed reduction in the Federal 
debt. 

The agencies will not voluntarily do 
this. It is up to the President and to the 
Congress. 

From the Joint Committee on Reduc
tion of Nonessential F2deral Expendi
tures, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
for printing in the RECORD a report relat
ing to civilian employment of the execu
tive branch of the Federal Government 
bY departments and agencies for the 
months of October and November 1945 
showing the increases and decreases in 
the number of paid employees. 
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There being no objection, the report 
was received and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Civilian employment of the executive branch 
of the Federal Government, by depart
ments and agencies, tor the months of 
October and November 1945, showing the 
increases and decreases in number of paid 
employees 

Octo· 
ber 

1945 

---------1-----------
ED!:CUTIVE OFFICE OF THE 

PRESIDENT 

Bureau of the Budget_ .•• 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS 

Agriculture Department • 
Commerce Department •• 
Interior Department. .••. 
Justice Department •••••. 
Labor Department. •••••. 
Navy Department. .••.•• 
Post Office Department •. 
State Department .....••• 
Treasury Department. ••. 
War Department'-------· 

NATIONAL WAR AGENCIES 

Civilian Production Ad· 
ministration 2 • •• •••••••• 

Committee on Fair Em· 
ployment Practices ..... 

Office of Alien Property 
Custodian ..... ---------

Office of Censorship 3 __ _ _ _ 

Office of Defense Trans-

ohf::a;:0fnter-American-
A.fiairs ....... ___ .......• 

Office of Price Adminis· 
tration ..•...•...•••.... 

Office of Scientific Re· 
search and Develop· 
ment ..•..............•. 

Office of Strategic Serv· 
ices 4 ••••••••••••••• • --

0ffice of War Information. 
Office of War Mobiliza· 

tion and Reconversion .• 
Petroleum Administra· 

tion for War ........... . 
Selective Service System . 
Smaller War Plants Cor· 

poration ..... •.•.•.... .. 
"\\' ar Shipping Adminis· 

tration •.. _ •••.••.....•. 

INDEPEI'<"DENT AGENCIES 

American Battle Monu-
ments Commission .•... 

Civil Aeronautics Board .. 
Civil Service Commission. 
Employees' Compensa· 

• tion Commission ... ... . 
Export-Import Bank of 

Washington ..........•. 
Federal Communications 

Commission . ......... •. 
Federal Deposit Insur

ance Corporation ...•... 
Federal Power Commis· 

743 

89,019 
36, '%27 
44,085 
25,709 
35,360 

604,898 
443,942 
21,078 
94,556 

909,771 

741 

87, 6€4 
36,024 
43,397 
25,213 
34,596 

591,538 
444,974 
18,943 
94,762 

844,048 

-2 

-1,355 
-203 
-688 
-496 
-764 

-13,360 
+1,032 
-2,135 

+206 
-65,723 

5, 367 3, 934 -1, 433 

E3 55 +2 

613 coo -13 
134 0 -134 

(63 374 -289 

()15 602 -13 

42,301 40,034 -2,267 

1, 084 934 -150 

1, 066 0 -1,066 
23 6 -17 

581 608 +27 

529 281 -218 
17,3\10 17,043 -347 

1. 588 1, 684 +96 

5,191 5, C45 -146 

1 
380 

6,006 

526 

70 

1,522 

1,174 

1 ····-···--
407 +27 

5,220 -786 

546 +20 

70 ···-------

1,477 -45 

1,175 +1 

sion.................... 665 678 +13 
Federal Security Agency__ 31,975 
Federal Trade Commis· 

sion.................... 449 
Federal Works Agency... 20, 474 
G ene ral Accounting 

Office .. --------·- ···-·- 13,786 
Government Printing 

Office._~-----·---- . •... 
Interst~t~ Commerce 

CommiSSIOn ... _ ....... . 
Maritime Commission ... . 
National Advism-y Com· 

mit tee for Aeronautics •. 
National Archives ....... . 
National Capital Hous· 

ing Authority ......... . 
National Capital Park 

and Planning Commis· 
sion. ---··-······· ---- -· 

National Gallery of Art ..• 
National Housing 

6, 995 

2, 021 
9,149 

6,168 
336 

17 
271 

AgenCY----···-··· · ····· 14,488 
National Labor Rela· 

tions Board._---·-·---· 792 
National Mediation 

Board ..•. ---··········· S7 

Footnotes at end of table. 

31,763 -212 

4/iO +I 
20,503 +29 

13,943 +157 

7, 031 +36 

2,025 +4 
8, 619 -530 

5,947 -221 
343 +7 

246 +n 

17 ·-·--·--·-
275 +4 

a,38o -108 

860 +68 

100 +3 

Civilian employment of the c;xecutive branch 
of the Federal Government, by depart
ments and agencies, for the months of 
OCtober and November· 1945, showing the 
increases and decreases fn number of paid 
employees-Continued 

1945 
Increase 

Departments or agencies 
Octo· Nov em· 

(+)or de· 
crease(-) 

ber ber 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES-
continued 

Panama CanaL . . ......•. 32,029 31,580 -449 
Railroad Retirement 

Board .......... --------
Reconstruction Finance 

l, 797 1, 690 -107 

Corporation ...........• 15,878 26,228 +10,350 
Securities and Exchange 

Commission ..........•• 1,149 1,164 +15 
Smithsonian Institution .. 420 419 -1 
'l'arifi Commission ..•.... 285 267 -18 
Tax Court of the United 

States._ .....•.........• 119 122 +3 
Tennessee Valley Author· 

ity-- ... ··-------- -- --·· 12,026 11,857 -169 
Veterans' Administration. 79,995 86,463 +6,468 

---------
Total :- --~--------- 2, 643,881 2, 568,966 { -93,495 

+18,580 
Net decrease . •••••. 

""733;792 ""646;457 
-74,915 

War Department o _______ -87,335 
---------

Grand totaL _______ 3, 377,673 3, 215,423 {-180, 830 
+18,580 

1 Does not include employees stationed outside the 
continental United States. 

'Includes employees transferred from the War Pro
duction Board which terminated as of Nov. 1, 1945. 

a Terminated as of Nov. 15, 1945. · 
• Terminated. Employees transferred are now in

cluded in State Department and War Department 
totals. 

1 Includes employees stationed outside the continental 
United States, except those of the War Department. 
Total for October, 113,063; and November, 106,924. 

o Employees stationed outside the continental United 
States, reported quarterly as of Sept . 30, 1945. 

NOTE.-Employment figures now reported to the com· 
mit tee include dollar-per-annum and without-compensa· 
tion employees of the consultant-expert type who are 
authoriz!Jd to receive per diem in lieu of subsistence. 

ADDRESS BY SENATQR LA FOLLETTE AT 
TESTIMONIAL DINNER TO HON. LEO T. 
CROWLEY 

<At this point, by unanimous consent, 
Mr. BANKHEAD yielded to Mr. MEAD, who, 
on behalf of Mr. WAGNER, asked and ob
tained leave to have printed in the 
RECORD an address delivered by Senator 
LA FoLLETTE at a testimonial dinner to 
Hon. Leo T. Crowley at Madison, Wis., on 
January iO, 1946, which appears in the 
Appendix.) 
PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION-REPORT OF 

COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELEC
TIONS 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Alabama yield to me for 
the purpose of submitting a report from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions, and also to present a joint resolu
tion passed by the General Assembly of 
Rhode Island 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield, provided I 
do not lose my right to the :floor. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
I ask unanimous consent to report with
out amendment the concurrent resolu
tion <S. Con. Res. 50) relating to the suc
cession to the Presidency of the United 
States, and I submit a report (No. 892) 
thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the report will be received 
and, under the rule, the concurrent reso
lution will be referred to the Committee 

to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 
THE CLOTmNU SITUATION IN RHODE 

ISLAND-RESOLUTION ·OF RHODE IS
LAND GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present for appro
priate reference and printing in the 
RECORD a resolution adopted by the Gen
eral Assembly of Rhode Island request
ing the Congress to take up with the 
·Office of Price Administration the matter 
of the clothing situation in Rhode Island. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was received, referred to the Com
mittee on Banking and Currency, and, 
under the rule, ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 
Joint resolution requesting the Senators and 

Representatives from Rhode Island in the 
Congress of the United States to take up 
the matter of the clothing situation in 
Rhode Island with the Office of Price Ad
ministration in Washington, D. C., to see 
if there cannot be a greater increase in 
the amount of men's clothing sent to 
Rhode Island 
Whereas the supply of men's clothing for 

Rhode Island seems to be insufficient for 
the demand which at the present time, when 
so many veterans are being separated from 
the armed forces, and are trying to outfit 
themselves with civilian apparel creates a. 
real hardship: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senators and Repre
sentatives from Rhode Island in the Con
gress of the United States be an.d they are 
earnestly urged to take up with the Office 
of Price Administration in Washington, D. c., 
the matter of the clothing shortage in Rhode 
Island to see if there cannot be a greater 
increase in the amount ' of men's clothing 
sent to Rhode Island; and be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be 
and he hereby is directed to transmit duly 
certified copies of this resolution to the 
Senators and Representatives from Rhode 
Island in the Congress of the United States 
and to the Administrator of the Office of 
Price Administration in Washington, D. C. 

JOURNAL OF JANUARY 17, 1946 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the motion of Mr. HoEY to amend the 
Journal of the proceedings of the Senate 
of Thursday, January 17, 1946. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
hope there will be no further requests for 
me to yield. Senators will have an day 
to submit routine matters. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. SMITH. When will it be possible 
for us to submit matters for insertion in 
the RECORD? We are shut off when we 
try to submit them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can 
be done at this time only by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
have yielded considerable time. I hope 
there will be no further requests. I do 
not wish to be discourteous, but I desire 
to proceed. If I were engaged in an ab
solute filibuster, I should invite all these 
delays, but I should like to proceed with 
what I conceive to be an argument on the 
bill. I hope-Senators will ailow me to do 
so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
the Senator from Alabama decline to 
yield? 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; I shall decline 

tu yield further, because I do not see any 
end to it. 

Mr. President, during the last 3 or 4 
days we have had a very high-class dis
cussion of the merits of the pending 
measure. S8me of the ablest Members 
of t r..e Senate have addressed it on the 
real merits of this controversy. They 
have had very few Senators in attendance 
to hear their really meritorious argu
ments. Unfortunately, Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber-and I am making 
no charges ; I am simply deploring the 
situation-have manifested very little 
interest in this discussion. Of course, 
that comment does not apply to every 
Senator ; there have been some Senators 
\\Tho have been here and have listened to 
what has been said. But as a rule there 
have been very few Senators in attend
ance. 

How are we going to have decided on 
its merits and on the basis of the mature 
judgment of Senators a measure of such 
magnitude and complications and ulti
mate results if they will not stay here and 
hear at least some of the arguments? 
Unfortunately, Mr. President, the news 
columns have carried very few of the ar
guments which have been made here 
against this measure. So far as I have 
been able to ascertain from the news
papers I have had an opportunity to 
read, practically none of the really meri
torious arguments have been carried to 
the people of this country by the · news
papers. As we know, for months there 
has been, apparently, an organized group 
arranging with radio commentators to 
discuss or convince some of them that 
they should discuss from t:.me to time 
this measure which some persons seek to 
content themselves by calling a fair em
ployment practice bill. There has been 
no organized group in opposition to the 
bill. I do not know of a single speech 
which has been made over the radio in 
opposition to it, although scarcely a week 
passes that a representative of some 
group, possibly, does not speak on the 
radio denouncing the opponents of the 
measure. 

Mr. President, we know that many 
Members of the Senate, on both sides of 
the aisle, are already committed to vote 
for or against this bill. But those who 
are favorable to it at least owe to those of 
us who ·are on the other side of the ques
t~on the duty of hearing the arguments 
in opposition. Most of them decline to 
do so. I submit that one of the evils 
of our legislative system is that individ
ual promises to vote for or against a 
measure often are made by Members of 
Congress to groups or to individuals who 
approach them, and then those Mem
b2rs of Congress come to the sessionc;_; cf 
Congress with their hands tied, so that 
they cannot consider the subject from a 
conscientious . standpoint, for they are 
already obligated to vote a certain way. 
Under those circumstances, of course, 
they will not stay in attendance at the 
sessions of Congress and 'listen to the 
arg11ments made on the merits of a con
tro' ersy. Members of the Senate who 
are ~n that position-Senators on either 
or on both sides of the aisle-in · the 
main will not remain.here to learn of the 
real arguments which bear ou a con-

troversy, if they have committed them
selves in advance to vote a certain way 
on it before coming to the sessions of 
the Senate and before a word has been 
said in the Senate for or against the 
measure. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH. I should like to point 

out to the Senator that I have been pres
ent during the entire debate, trying to 
understand the views of those who are 
endeavoring to hold up this proposed 

· legislation. I have tried to obtain the 
floor in order to express views in favor 
of the measure, but thus far I have been 
unable to obtain the floor. I wonder 
what the procedure is for having those 
on our side of the · question state our 
position, as well as to have those on the 
other side state theirs. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr~ President, I _ 
appreciate the Senator's purpose; I have 
seen him here. But all Senators kriow 
that we on this side of the question are 
required, by the threat of action by a 
powerful majority, to hold the floor, at 
least if we can, until we can present to 

· the Senate and the country, and make 
a record of it for the future considera
tion of the people ' of this country, the 
reasons why this bill should not be 
passed. 

I welcome the statement of the Sen
ator from New Jersey. I am glad he 

. has been present. I did not know he had 
been trying to obtain the floor. I have 
not heard him make any expression on 
the subject, or heard him make an e:ffort 
to obtain the floor. Has the Senator 
asked for the floor? I assume that the 
asking of this question by me will not be 
objected to; otherwise I shall not ask it. 

Mr. SMITH. I did r€quest recogni
tion yesterday, several times, in order to 
present an amendment. I requested 
recognition three or four times, but I 
c0uld not obtain it. 

I reatze that those who oppose this 
measure control the Chair.- As a Mem
ber- of the Senate, I think the Senate 
should at least permit us to have a 
chance to state our side of the case, as 
well as to let those on the other side of 
the question state their views on it. I 
think that is the true American way to 
proceed. W'hen the Senator concludes, 
I shall endeavor to make an address on 
this subject. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I do 
not desire to misrepresent the position of 
the Senator from New Jersey on ihis sub
ject. Did he say he was for or against 

· the bill? 
Mr. SMITH. I am in favor of the b!ll 

and I should fike to be heard on it, so 
that at least some of us who are in favor 
of th~ measure may express our v2ews, 
rather than to have all the views which 
are expressed be those of Senators who 
are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, the 
Senator from New Jersey will have ample 
tiine to do so. He will not have to be 
recognized during the first day or two of 
the debate. As the debate proceeds, I 
assume he will be recognized. Certainly 
I hope he w~ll be if he will help defeat 
cloture in· co!fnection with ·this measure. 

Mr. President, there need be no eva
sion about this matter. The Senator 
from New Jersey certainly knows that an 
effort is being made to cut off debate on 
the measure, so that neither those of us 
on this side of the question or the Sen
ator from New Jersey himself will have 
an opportunity to discuss freely the 
merits of the bill. So long as a majority_ 
remains here with that expressed deter
mination, with that threat stated to the 
press every day, then, of course, the Sen
ator from New Jersey must understand 
that it will be necessary for those of us 
who are opposed to this iniquitous meas
ure to stanq up here and present our 
vlews as best we can. 

Mr. SMITH. If the Senator will yield 
further, I may say that I believe he is 
entitled to present his views, but I object 
to having injected into the presentation 
of his views a debate concerning the 
Journal, which has nothing to do with 
the subject now before the Senate. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not mind 
whether the Senator objects. I expect 
him to object to everything that I may 
say or do on this occasion. He is a parti
san and I am standing on my rights. 
The Senator may object as much as he 
pleases. He may sit in the Chamber, or 
he may leave, just as nearly all his col
leagues have done. ·. So I will not pay 
much attention to the attitude of the 
S~mator from New Jersey. 

:Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield without 
prejudice to my rights. 

Mr. WHERRY. I believe that some of 
us are deeply interested in the remarks 
of the distinguished Senator from Ala
bama. I am always interested in what
ever he has to say. I have served with 
him in connection with matters pertain
ing to agriculture, as well as in connec
tion with OPA legislation. I wish the 
Senator to note that many Senators on 
this side of the Chamber are present and 
are taking an interest in this debate. 
Moreover, we have been taking an inter
est in it from its beginning. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I rec
ognize the truth of what the S2nator has 
said. I endeavored to make it clear that 
there were exceptions to the statement 
which I made. I did not intend to have 
the statement applied solely to the Re
publican side of the Chamber, as the 
Senator well knows. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
s~nator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield for a ques
tion only. 

Mr. TAFT. I wish to invite the atten-' 
tion of the Senator from Alabama to the 
fact tha.t there are now present in the 
Chamber 10 Democrats and 9 Repub
lic~ms. ·Therefore the relative percentage 
of representation is about equal. 

!o/Ir. BANKHEAD. My good friend the 
Senator from Ohio knows that there was 
no implication in what I said which 
would indicate in any way that the ab
sent Senators and the display of indif
ference to the arguments which are be
ing made in opposition to the bill are 
confined to the Republican Members of 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, I have not attempted 
to make this a political discussion. 'That 
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is not my purpose. As the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY] well knows, I 
appreciate his friendship. I regard him 
as one of the ablest Members of this 
body. He is attentive to his d1 ~ties. I 
have worked closely with him. :~'J, Mr. 
President, if other Senators have not 
found it out up to this time, I wish it to 
be known that I am trying to present 
this matter to Democratic and Repub
lican Members who are favoring the 
pending measure. I do not think that 
the measure is a party one. I think it 
is a sectional measure. I believe that 
to a large extent the opponents and sup
porters of this measure, including those 
on both sides of tl;lis Chamber, are di
vided by the old Mason and Dixon's line. 
Does any Senator take issue with that 
statement? I am glad to note there are 
exceptions, but, in the main, nearly all 
Democrats on this side of the Chamber, 
except southern Democrats who really 
know the situation, are supporting the 
pending bill. Some of them call them
selves progressives or liberals. I shall 
not impugn their motives. There are, of 
course, other reasons for many of them 
taking a position for or against the bill, 
other than the division which may exist 
between the North and the South. Such 
division has been the origin and cause 
of many racial measures which have 
come before this body being met with th11~ 
same line-up that now confronts tho 
pending bill. No one may tell me that 
liberal Republicans, liberal Democrats, 
conservative Republicans, and conserva
tive Democrats would line up along the 
Mason and Dixon's line, figuratively 
speaking, in connection with legislation 
such as this. There are some worthy and 
noble exceptions. But I am thinking of 
the mass of votes which would be lined 
up in connection with all questions of 
this nature unless there were involved 
something more than the merits of the 
measure. 

Mr. President, since the debat~ 
started, during which time several Sena
tors have expounded their reasons and 
philosophy in opposition to the bill, I 
have been impressed by the small 
attendance on both sides of the Cham
ber. I have been reminded of the 
statement which was made by an old 
primitive Baptist preacher in my home 
county. He represented the sect which 
is sometimes known as Hard Shells. 
Those people are just as good as any in 
the world. They will not allow a man 
to remain in their church unless he has 
paid his debts. Therefore, Mr. Presi-

. dent, you may know that they are good 
citizens. However, in the main, they 
are country people. When the preacher 
takes the platform he preaches an hour 
and a half or 2 hours. Nearly always 
there are two preachers present at each 
service. Shortly after the Civil War 
ended one of those worthy men was in
vited by relatives in Baltimore to visit 
them there. He accepted the invitation. 
While in Baltimore he was invited to 
preach in one of the churches there. 
He accepted the invitation. After he 
had returned home his friends and rela
tives were anxious to receive a report 
from him with reference to his visit 
in Baltimore. After describing many 

things, the old preacher got down to the 
subject of his church experiences in 
Baltimore. He 3aid that when the serv
ices started there was as fine looking a 
congregation of men and women as he 
had ever seen. He said that the people 
of the church were well dressed and in
telligent in appearance. He said he 
welcomed the opportunity to preach to 
them, but that after he had preached 
about an hour he observed a great rest
lessness in the congregation. The 
members of the congregation were not 
so attentive as had been his home folks. 
They did not seem to be patient. After 
he had preached an hour and a half he 
looked around and observed that many 
members of the congregation had left 
the church, and the congregation was 
getting rather thin. When he had 
preached 2 hours he noted that there 
were none in the congregation except 
the relatives who had gone to church 
with him. He said, "I made up my 
mind that those city people could not 
stand sound doctrine." [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I think that has been 
the ·difficulty in the Senate. Many 
Senators who are committed to the 
groups who are supporting the pending 
measure are afraid that something 
might disturb their consciences. They 
are afraid that some little spark of rea
son in their mentality might be stirred 
by what they hear, and bring about 
a reconsideration of this measure. 
Therefore, they are afraid to listen to 
sound doctrine. They are entirely un· · 
willing to do so. 

Some persons complain about a fiili
buster. The only way to get Senators 
to hear our side of the argument is to 
take plenty of time about it. Occa
sionally some Member of the Senate on 
the other side .of the Chamber may drift 
in. Some Member may remain for the 
purpose of obtaining recognition-as I 
have already observed. That gives us an 
opportunity to reason with .him, although 
he may be too thoroughly committed 
to be affected by the reasoning. But 
it is our right and duty, as I conceive 
it, to take advantage of every oppor
tunity which may be made available to 
us to be heard on this question concern
ing which there has been such great 
disinclination to listen to argument. 

It is now just 1 o'clock and there are 
six Senators on the· other side and eight 
Senators on this side. I do not mention 
that to show that there are more Sen
ators on one side than on the other; I 
mention it to show how few of the total 
of 98 Senators are in attendance at 
1 o'clock. Surely they are not drawn 
out of the Chamber because of hunger at 
this time of the day. Many of them, I 
suspect, do not partake of breakfast un
til 10 o'clock in the morning or at least 
long after we farmers have our break
fast. But they become hungry again 
very quickly and so they have gone out 
to eat. I will say for the benefit of the 
Senator from Ohio that I apply that to 
both sides of the Chamber. I am not 
making a particle of discrimination. I 
am making an appeal more to the people 
who live north of the Mason and Dixon's 
line and who have not studied this ques
tion, as few, indeed, have. That is the 
group I a.m appealing to. 

Mr. President, I .should lil{e to have 
some way of finding out how many Mem
bers of this body who have made up 
their minds about this bill have actually 
examined with care its provisions. I 
should like, if I could, to find out what 
sort of a civil-service examination or a 
bar examination the lawyer members of 
the Senate could. stand if put to the test 
upon the provisions of this bill and its 
construction on the various points which 
have been developed here by previous 
speakers in opposition to it. That is one 
of the troubles, as I said, with its com
mitments in advance. That is one of 
the difficulties that the minority must 
suffer. Senators come here and say "We 
are trying to protect minorities"-the 
colored people in the main-but they 
want to accord no protection to the 
minority in the Senate of the Unit ed 
States that does not agree with them. 
They will not even listen to their argu
ments. I do not mean the few Senators 
who are here now. I am talking about 
the great mass of 96 Senators who will 
not even listen to this debate, who will 
not read anything about it, and who will 
not get a chance to hear anything about 
it on the radio, because the radio com
mentators do not say anything on our 
side of the subject. They are with the 
majority. So we hear nothing on the 
minority side. The proponents of the 
bill care nothing about protecting the 
rights of Senators who are in the minor
ity on this question. They want to in
voke cloture although this is a measure 
which ought to stand the test of debate 
on its merits day after day as any other 
measure of its importance and complica
tions would do and as the pending bill 
would do but for the pressure of minority 
groups and for the publicity accorded 
to their viewpoint by the newspapers and 
the radio commentators. We are trying 
to present the merits of one of the most 
fundamental measures ever presented to 
the Congress, a bill that affects property 
rights, that affects personal freedom, 
that affects free enterprise, that involves 
the right to trial by jury, that involves 
other great fundamental questions, but 
thos·e who favor the bill are unwilling to 
see anything in it but the protection of 
the Negroes. 

I shall not charge Senators with being 
motivated by a desire to get vot~s. That 
is a matter for the public to pass on; but 
the supporters of this measure are not 
confined to States with very large Repub
lican votes. I shall discuss that a little 
more fully later on. 

This measure has been here for a long 
time. It has been in the public mind; it 
has been under public agitation. . I will 
not say it has been under discussion, be
cause there is no organized group to 
fight it and to present their side to the 
public; but there have been groups, from 
Communists dO'Wn or up, whichever way 
it may be desired to consider them, Com
munist groups, national Socialist groups, 
left-wingers, reformers, colored people, 
and all that class, agitat ing for the pas
sage of a bill, and all some Senators have 
done is to decide the question on the 
basis of the title of the bill and by the 
enticing and intriguing statement of 
principles involved-fair employment 
practices. That is all many people know 
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about this bill . . It sounds good, oh," yes; 
it sounds good. Nobody resists that 
beautiful formula of human conduct' and 
of citizenship.- _ 

But that is as far as many people have 
really gone in the consideration of the 
merits of this measure and of" the 
fundamental constitutional questions it 
involves. As a result of the long pend
ency of the -proposal and the agitation 
in its behalf, of course, in the very na
ture of events, many men in public life 
have been committed to this measure. 

We are all prone, Mr. President, if I 
may speak with perfect frankness, to 
agree with our constituents who send 
us here and who have the power to 
keep us here or to retire us from public 
life, and when· it is made to appear that 
everyone who has an opinion on this 
subject is in favor of it we are prone to 
agree with them and to commit ow·selves 
to that ::.ide of the question, and, unhap
pily and unfortunately, men are not 
thereafter open to a decision based upon 
logic and upon knowledge of the princi
ples involved in the bill. 

It has been said that the Republican 
Party in its platform endorsed this bill 
I deny that. The Republican Party en .. 
dorsed a fair employment practice bill. 
I am sure no responsible member of the 
Republican Party . will assert that the 
merits, the details, of this bill, the ·prin
ciples involved in it which we are now 
discussing, were urider consideration by 
the convention or even by the platform 
committee, but there was this formula, 
this enticing slogan, "fair employment 
practice bill." 

I do not believe that many Republicans 
would have agreed to just anythi,ng writ
ten under that slogan, as has been done 
here. I do not know who wrote this bill, 
but it was written by some draftsman of 
the New Deal administration, under the 
direction, it has_ been testified, of Presi
dent Roosevelt. Back in the early days 
he had one of the most capable legal 
draftsmen who ever appeared in Wash
ington. He -could put more meat and 
more poison in a measure and use pret• 
tier language in making it sound attrac
tive· than anyone else. All Senators know 
about that. I do not know whether he 
wrote this bill or not, but I know there 
was an attempt to conceal in it important
fundamental principles to which theRe~ 
_publicans never have consented, and to 
which the old-line fundamental Demo
crats never consented. 

Of course, I have no right to speak for 
the Republican Party and have never 
tried to do so. I respect them. I have 
some very good friends who are members 
of that party, and I have no purpose in 
the world to say anything that is offen
-sive to them. But I do not believe that 
if the details of the bill were written out 
and submitted to thoughtful Republican 
leaders they would consider giving their 
blanket endorsement to all the principles 
involved in the bill. It is inconsistent 
with the general policy and doctrine of 
the leaders of the Republican Party, and, 
of course, we all know it is inconsistent 
with the phllosophy of the old-line fun
damental Democrats in the Southern 
States, who have· done so much to sustain 
and retain the American way of life, who 
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have resisted encroachments upon State 
rights, who have fought by all sorts of 
means the centering-of so· much power in 
the Federal Government, to be adminis
tered from Washington. 

Now those who are back of such meas
ures as this are joining the left-wingers. 
That is what they are doing. They are 
turning their backs upon men who have 
believed in sound principles, and are 
joining th~ Bolshevik crowd, the Com
munist crowd, and the advocates of na
tional socialism. I believe any impartial 
student of the provisions of this bill will 
concede that it is full of national social~ 
ism. 

Mr. President, this bill should be term
ed "the star chamber court bill." Why 
do I say thatr What was the Star Cham
ber? Of course, most of those within 
the sound of my voice know what it was, 
but some people who read the record will 
not get much light in the newspapers or 
over the radio on our side of this case. 
They. may not know what the Star 
Chamber was. It was a court set up in 
England, which assumed powers of life 
and death. It had a fixed place of meet~ 
ing, in London, a place relatively close to 
any part of England. . 

What would the commission proposed 
to be set up do? It is to be a -moving 
court, a perambulating court, a roving 
court. It can meet in Portland, Maine, 
or Portland, Oreg., and it can bring to the 
place : of its hearings parties and wit· 
nesses from any part of the United States. 
And it does that, as has been pointed 
out, under regulations. Regulations 
written by Congress? Oh, no. Congress 
will be out of the picture after this bill 
has been enacted. The regulations are 
to be written by the. commission. The 
bill expressly delegates to the proposed 
commission the power to amend the re
peal regulations. It gives them all the 
power the Constitution of the United 
States vests in the Congress. It takes 
no account of the right of Congress · to 
delegate its law..:making power to this 
commission. 

Mr. President, when we began in the 
New Deal to pass Federal measures to 
delegate power to various commissions, 
I heard long -discussions by able men, 
about the right of Congress to de_legate 
the power granted to it in the Consti
-tution to make rules and regulations, 
especially when any punishment was in
volved in the procedure. We now finc;l 
the old-line conservatives north of the 
Mason and DiXon's line, or most · of 
them-i am always making exceptions---:. 
abandoning, ignoring, and voting against 
the protection of those old constitutional 
rights and privileges which have doubt
-less been used through the years suc
cessfully to preserve our American way 
of Ufe, our independence, and our free 
enterprise. 

Are Senators more interesteq in se'cur
ing the passage of a bill -r:hich they think 
will protect a minority group than they 
are in protecting their Constitution, in 

. protecting the fundamental rights of the 
people of this country as a whole? T~- !tt 

is what the issue is narrowed down to. 
I do not charge that men take a posi-

, tlon on this bill because . o! their .. desire 
for votes, ·although that charge is made 

by some. I still want to separate the 
sheep from the goats. There are many 
men on both sides of this Chamber who 
would not be controlled by any consider
ation of that kind, when the real future 
form of government of their country was 
involved. There are men on both sides 
of this Chamber who would walk out of 
the doors of this. body never to return 
before they would intentionally and con
sciously vote for a bill which would strike 
qown the rights and the privileges of 
American citizens, and in effect destroY 
the free enterprise system of this coun
try . . 

Mr. President, this is too fundamental 
a matter for anyone to proceed upon 
the theory that there. is some little hu
m·an equation involved, that a promise is 
involved, that a commitment is involved. 
The subject matter is too fundamental 
for that. 

I wonder, Mr. President, if the sup
porters of this bill, or if the people of 
the country who are indifferent to its 
passage, who have had no interest in it 
and taken no part in it, realize that the 
bill abandons the right of trial by jury. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 

the Senator from Alabama yield to the 
Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator referred 

to the campaign, the great build-up, that 
has come over the radio and through the 
press. I have heard a great deal of dis
cussion of the bill over the radio, but I 
have yet to hear the first commentator 
explain that part of the bill, or to state 
anything about the drastic provisions 
contained in it. A great many of our 
so-called liberal and pseudo-liberal 
columnists have been writing articles 
about it being a fair bill, but not one of 
them has stated in his column the very 
.essential fact that it was proposed to 
deny any American citizen the right of 
trial by jury. In espousing what they 
call a fair bill not one of them was fair 
·enough to tell the people anything about 
the implications in the bill which are so 

.. dangerous to the rights of the individual 
Americap citizens.. whether they are 
members of the minority or the majority. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield so long as I 
do not lose the :fioor thereby. 

Mr. SMITH. CeJ;tainly not. I feel as 
. the Senator feels with regard to the mat
:ter of trial by jury, and for my part I 
.shall be glad to w.ork with Senators on 
the other side of this question for an 
amendment which will adequately take 

_care of the question of trial by jury. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I am glad to hear 

the Senator from New Jersey say that. 
If a sufficient number of Members of the 
Senate understood that that question 
was involved in this bill, that by the 
passage of this bill the right of trial by 

· jury would be waived, that that right 
would be lost to some individuals, there 
would no longer be enthusiasm for the 
bill, and certainly there would be no de
terznined drive to bring about cloture so 
that this measure could not thereafter 

. be fully debated. 
Mr. SMITH. InlaY say to the distin

guished Senator from Alabama that I 
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hope amendments will be offered to take 
care of those ful'Idamentals which I agree 
with the Senator from Alabama should 
be taken care of. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I fear that some of 
those who are supporting the bill do not 
have the liberality of view the Senator 
from New Jersey has, but would oppose 
the dotting of an "i" or the crossing of a 
"t" unless the Senator from N;ew Mexico 
approves it, and he doubtless will not 
approve it unless the groups which have 
been sponsoring the measure would agree 
to approving the amendment. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Any time the Senator 

from Alabama offers that kind of amend
ment the Senator from New Mexico will 
approve it, because he believes in the 
contention being J:p.ade by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There are so many 
amendments of that kind necessary that 
if we went into a program of amending 
the bill and eliminating dangerous pro
visions from it, there would not be much 
left except the simple slogan "fair em
ployment practice." 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not a fact that 

after a standing committee of the Sen
ate presents a bill to the Senate, any 
Senator has the right and the duty, if 
he deems it proper, to offer any clarify
ing amendment, or an amendment that 
will make the bill a better one? Any 
time the Senator from Alabama will 
offef' an amendment which will make 
this a better bill-and I t~,ke it that what 
the Senator from Alabama is suggesting 
now, if presented in the form of amend
ment, would make it a better bill-the 
Senator from New Mexico will support 
it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What confidence 
can the Senator from Alabama or any 
other member of the minority have in 
what the majority supporting this mea
sure would do respecting amendments to 
the bill? None, Mr. President. 

·Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Alabama yield to me with 
the understanding that he will not lose 
the floor, while the Senator from Oregon 
makes a very brief comment upon the 
amendment problem facing the Senate? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no objec
tion to the Senator making a statement, 
with the understanding that I shall not 
lose the floor, and I yield to him. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to say to the 
Senator from Alabama that I think the. 
time has come for the RECORD to show 
that this bill was voted out of the com
mittee without amendment because 
amendments to the bill could not be 
adopted in the committee. There was 
a group in the committee that took the 
position that they would not consider 
any amendments to the bill because they 
were unalterably opposed to the prin
ciple of the bill. With that block of 
votes against those of us who wanted to 
see the bill amended in the committee, 
we were confronted with the situation of 
voting the bill out in this form so that 

the Senate of the United States could be 
turned into a Committee of the Whole 
and the bill could be amended on the 
:floor of the Senate in accordance . with 
the views of some of us who are pro
ponents of the principle of FEPC, but 
who feel that the bill is sadly in need of 
amendment. 
. I want to say-because the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 
who are now on the floor, are members 
of the committee, and know that that 
was my position in the committee-! 
want to say to the Senator from Alabama 
that I stand ready and have always stood 
ready to proceed on the floor of the Sen
ate in accordance with the merits, to 
propose various amendments which will 
guarantee certain judicial processes to 
AI!lerican citizens whose cases would be 
heard under a Fair Employm~nt Practice 
Commission. 

I find myself in agreement with many 
of the legal points made by the dis
tinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL] the other day, but I think it is 
perfectly obvious that wy cannot proceed 
on the merit::; of this bill and offer the 
amendments which we desire to offer and 
debate in good faith on their merits so 
long as the debate in the Senate is going 
to be conducted at the sufferance. of a 
group of men who say that we shall pro
ceed in accordance with their dictates. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What was it the 
Senator said? Did the Senator say it 
was at the sufferance of a certain group 
of men? At the sufferance of what sort 
of men? 

Mr. MORSE. At the sufferance of a 
minority group of men. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senator did not 
say that. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, I will let the re
porter's record speak for itself. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We did not hear 
the statement clearly over here. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, we will rely upon 
the way it is reported. And may I say 
to the official reporter that I want my 
language, as stated, to be submitted to 
the Senator from Alabama just as soon 
as the transcript is ready, and submit it 
-to him first, because I think the record 
will make perfectly clear what I said. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I thought the Sena
tor used some opprobrious word. 

Mr. MORSE. I can assure the Senator 
that I did not, and that if he so under
stood he misunderstood. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is all right. 
I accept the Senator's statement. 

Mr. MORSE. But the point I want to 
make to the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama is that just as soon as we can 
proceed on the merits of this bill I shall 
be ready at any time to proceed to dis
cuss the merits of a long series of amend
ments that I am ready to submit to this 
bill. We cannot proceed to do that so 
long as the debate under the .:rules is 
really confined to the Journal, because if 
-we proceed to discuss the merits of the 
bill, let us be perfectly frank about it, we 
are aiding the filibuster, and I, for one, 
am not going to aid in this filibm;ter. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
shall not undertake to give the Senator 
any advice as to how Senators should 

act in committee with respect to any 
important bills. I suppose the Senator 
should be an adviser in his committee. 
But if the committee was closely divided 
on a measure sponsored by groups such 
as those that sponsored this measure, 
and was pressed so hard as the sup
porters of this measure pressed the com
mittee which reported it, and in the face 
of that, with no organized opposition, 
the Senator and his group were afraid 
that if they proposed by amendments to 
correct constitutional defects they 
would not be able to get the bill out of 
the committee, then Mr. President, I 
can have no very great confidence in 
the fact that the committee made a 
favorable report on the bill. Afraid. 
That is the substance of it. The Senator 
did not _use that word, probably, but 
that is the impression he made. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President~ if the 
Senator yields, I rather believe--

Mr. BANKHEAD. I cannot yield un
less I am assured that I do not lose my 
rights. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. MAY· 
BANK in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Alabama yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will ask for an agree
ment to that effect, but I will not insist 
upon· it. · 

. Mr. BANKHEAD. I am willing to 
yield, but I want to protect my rights. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President may I 
have unanimous consent to inake a 
statement in connection with this 
matter? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Cha~r hears none, and 
the Senator from North Carolina may 
proceed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was greatly inter
ested in the statement made by a Sena
tor on the other side and by one of the 
Senators on this side respecting the mat
ter. of so amending the proposed legis
latiOn as to provide for trial by jury. 
If we reach that stage it will be very 
simple to prepare an amendment of the 
following nature-and I wish Senators 
who are interested would be thinking 
a~out it. On page 8, line 10, we can pro
VIde that the commission shall have 
power to petition any district court of 
the United States, and thereafter cor
!ec~ the language of the bill, beginning 
m lme 23, so as to read: · 

Upon such filing, the court to which peti
tion is made shall conduct proceedings de 
novo in conformity with the procedures and 
limitations established by law governing 
trials in the district courts of the United 
States. 

That would provide for trial by jury 
in the district court. In that respect the 
bill .would be relieved of a most obnoxious 
provision. I say that with the reserva
tion in mind that in its conception the bill 
is whollY" wrong, and contrary to every. 
thing which I think is sound in our life 
and our Government. I simply wish to 
point out that such an amendment could 
be put forward without any difficulty. · 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
·Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. With the usual un-
derstanding. · 

Mr. CHAVEZ. - Certainly. 
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I fully appreciate the statement made 

by the Senator from North Carolina. I 
wish by this bill to do nothing except 
what is American. I wish to do nothing 
but act with propriety, and in conformity 
with our customs, our hiws, and our Con
stitution. Any suggestion made by the 
Senator from North Carolina or the Sen
ator from Alabama which would carry 
out that purpose would meet with my 
approval. . · 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, on 
t~e subject of the right of trial by jury, I 
WISh to call attention to amendment VI 
to the Constitution of the United States 
which reads as follows: ' 

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public 
trial, by an impartial jury of the State and 
district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been 
previously ascertained by law, and to b~ in
formed of the nature and cause of the accu
sation; to be confronted with the witnesses 
against him; to have compulsory process for 
obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have 
the assistance of counsel for his defense. 

JANICE McKELLAR 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me so that I may report 
a resolution from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, and ask for its present con
sideration? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If it is done by 
unanimous consent, and my right to the 
floor is not prejudiced, I have no objec-. 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from IDinois? · 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I should like to know 
the nature of the resolution. 

Mr. LUCAS. May I e~lain the resolu
tion briefly? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If it can be done 
without prejudice to tbe Senator from 
Alabam::t. 

Mr. MORSE. Without prejudice to the 
Senato::: from Alabama, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the · 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I ask 
unanimous consent to report favorably, 
without amendment, Senate Resolution 
21~. The resolution merely directs the 
Secretary of the Senate to pay from the 
contingent fund of the Senate 6 months' 
compensation to the widow of a Senate 
employee. 

Mr. MORSE. I have no objection. 
Mr. LUCAS. I ask unanimous consent 

for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion <S. Res. 214), submitted by Mr. 
STEWART on January 17, 1946, was con
sidered, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
hereby is authorized and directed to pay 
from the contingent fund of the Senate to 
Janice McKellar, widow of D. W. McKellar, 
late an employee of the Senate, a sum equal 
to 6 months' compen::; .tion at the rate he was 
receiving by law at the time of his death, said 
sum to be considered inclusive of funeral 
expenses and all other allowances. 

Mr. LUCAS. I thank the Senator 
from Alabama for his consideration. 

JOU!i.NAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY 17, 
1946 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of Mr. HoEY's motion to amend the Jour
nal of the proceedings of the Senate of 
Thursday, January 17, 1946. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, it 
ls perfectly apparent that the draftsmen 
of this bill directly evaded the subject of 
the right of trial by jury. There can 
be no real discussion or argument on 
that score. It was the intention of the 
sponsors of the bill, whoever prepared 
it-and I am told that those who intro
duced it were not in · the main the 
authors of the bill-to evade the subject 
of the right of trial by jury. Any lawyer 
or any experienced legislator, in prepar
ing a measure of this kind and of this 
severity, could not have overlooked the 
great fundamental right of American 
citizens, a right which has existed since 
the days of the Magna Carta, with which 
we are all familiar, a right which was 
engrafted in the common law, and 
adopted in this country even without an 
amendment on the subject of the right 
to trial by jury. Any draftsman who 
had the purpose of preparing a bill to 
protect the great fundamental American 
system, the right to be confronted by 
witnesses and to be tried by one's peers 
to ascertain his guilt or innocence. 
could not have failed to have included 
such a provision in this bill if he had 
acted in the right spirit and with the 
right objective. 

The authors of the bill did not even 
fix a place for such trials, because they 
did not intend to have any trials. Any 
lawyer who studies the bill will promptly 
agree that that was the intendment. 
The bill does not provide that the Com
mission shall conduct a trial, or that a 
court shall meet and hear the allegations. 
It does not provide that when one is 
charged with an offense it must be on 
probable cause, supported by an affidavit, 
as the jurisprudence in every State in the 
American Union requires. No. The pur
pose was to proceed with a hearing. The 
word "hearing" is substituted for "trial." 

By whom is the hearing to be con
ducted? By the Commission? No. Per
haps the Commission could do it; but the 
hearing is to be conducted by an agent 
of the Commission. No qualifications are 
established for the agent. There is no 
requirement that he shall be learned in 
the law. There is no requirement that 
he shall be an honorable man, of good 
character, as is necessary in order to se
cure confirmation by this body. The bill 
merely provides that he shall be an 
agent--perhaps unworthy; perhaps, so 
far as the limitations in the bill are con
cerned, an ex-convict. He may be an 
agitator. He may be a Communist. 
Personally I think there is no doubt that 
the Communists are interested in the 
passage of the bill. 

Is cloture to be invoked; so as to fore
close amendments and real consideration 
of the bill? The bill is in :flagrant dis
regard of the rights of the people of the 
country, and a violation of our constitu
tional provisions. Shall we take chances 
in that sort of a situation? In the case 
of · a b111 which has attracted so much 
attention shoUld we not reestablish the 
rights of American citiZens to full pro-

tection under the law, which they have 
.always enjoyed under our Constitution 
our jurisprudence, and the practice of 
the courts all over the country? Is there 
any b_etter time than now to say, "No; 
we Will not, in order to appease any 
group, abandon the fundamental rights 
of citizens of this country; we will not 
turn over to an irresponsible group, with 
agents to be appointed by the thousands 
if desired, without any limitation and 
yvithout any qualification, the power' to go 
mto every business place in America and 
demand to see the records." 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield, with the understanding 
that by so doing he does not lose the 
floor? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. MORSE. I wish to say to the 

. Senator from Alabama that his com
ments on the procedures provided for 
by the bill in its present form impress 
me just as thoroughly as did s·ome of the 
comments made the other day by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL]; 
and-speaking only for myself-! think 
something should be said at this time by 
those on this side of the aisle. 

Mr. B_ANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
cannot Yield now, when I am in the mid
dle of my argument. I am sure that we 
on this side will raise no objection to 
having the Senator have the floor when
ever he seeks it with the understanding 
that he will not take any advantage by 
thus being recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. I simply wish to m'ake a 
comment on cloture, if the Senator will 
permit me to do so. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, if I may per
mit the Senator to do so without preju
dice to my right to hold the :floor, let the 
Senator proceed. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; I shall proceed 
with that understanding. 

Mr. B.ANKHEAD. Very well. 
Mr. MORSE. In regard to the Sena

tor's comment on cloture, let me say I 
agree with the Senator; in fact, I would 
vote agairlSt cloture if we were free to 
discuss the · merits of various amend
ments which I believe should be adopted 
before the bill itself is passed. But I do 
not -see how the Senator from Alabama 
could expect us to proceed to discuss the 
merits, as I have said before, so long as 
any discussion in which we would par
ticipQ.te would aid the group on the other 
side of the aisle which is filibustering 
against the b1ll. If the Senator's group 
will remove the Journal obstacle which 
now is preventing full and free debate 
on the merits of this bill, I can ~,ssure 
the Senator that I, for one--and I am 
sure a great majority of the Senate 
would join me--will not favor any clo
ture petition until there has been amole 
opportunity to debate at length the 
merits of a series of amendments which 
ought to be made to the bill. 

But I repeat to the Senator from Ala
bama that I think the fundamental issue 
now facing the Senate is whether a ma
jority of the Senate are to be allowed, 
under our democratic legislative proc
esses, to vote on the merits of legislation 
or whether they are to be permitted to 
vote only at the sufferance of a minority 
of Senators who say, in effect, "You shall 
vote on legislation only in accordance 
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with our choice.'' I cannot reconcile 
that procedure with democratic proc
esses or even with the principles of the 
Democratic Party. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, that 
statement is just about as unfair, in view 
of what has occurred here, as the bill 
itself is. I would not trust a majority 
led by the Senator who wishes to bring 
in cots and have Senators stay here all 
night sleeping, like semicorpses, so as 
to practice c9ercion upon the attempts 
of a minority to exercise their rights. I 
would not yield· to any such endeavor to 
punish a minority that he does not like. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the Senator yield 
for a moment, with the understanding 
that by so doing he will not lose the 
floor? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; I yield with 
that understanding-if it is understood 
that I may do so without prejudice to 
my right to hold the floor. 

Mr. MORSE. Speaking only for my
self, I certainly hope that at least 48 
Members of the Senate will join with 
me in fighting this filibuster 24 hours a 
day, for as many weeks as it may take 
to demonstrate once and for all that rule 
by minority will not prevail in the Sen
ate of the United States. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. A few days ago I 
read in one of the Washington news
papers that the Senator from Oregon 
had said that he was going to have 49 
Senators in continuous session in the 
Senate. I did not know he had been 
elect'ed whip of the Republican Party; 
I did not know he had been made its 
leader, to corral the other members of 
his party arid bring them in vi et armis. 
If the Senator from Oregon was cor
rectly quoted, he said he was going to 
have at least 49 of them here. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, on that 
point will the Senator hear me? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. MORSE. I did not read any such 

statement as that; and if the Senator 
from Alabama read it, I was misquoted. 
What I have said, and I repeat it now, 
is that 49 Senators should fight the fili
buster in the Senate of the United States, 
by staying here 24 hours a day, so long 
as necessary. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand, as 
I am sure everyone else does, the zealous 
desire of the Senator from Oregon to 
have his way, so as to control, dominate, 
and dictate to the Senate, and especially 
to the 49 Senators on his side of this 
issue, as to how they shall proceed, not
withstanding their view that fair · and 
reasonable discussion of this bill should 
be had before there is any attempt or 
any threat to compel foreclosure of fur
ther debate. 

Mr. President,-to the few Senators who 
now are in the Chamber-! know most· 
of those who are absent are not inter
ested in what I have to say or in what 
any other Senator has to say on this 
subject-! submit that no filibustering 
has been engaged in. I th.ink any fair, 
honest man will admit that. I am not 
claiming that I will not filibuster. I 
will-do not misunderstand me-if it 
becomes necessary, especially against a 
leader who is so determined and so zeal
ous in his efforts to bind down a minority 
for which he is now speaking and not 

·working in this body. That is what he 
does. He is not consistent at all. 

However, we have not yet filibustered. 
Every speech which has been made 
here-and I am sure that the few Sen
ators who have heard all of them will 
verify my statement-has been directed 
to the merits of this measure-as much 
so as any series of speeches occupying 
2 or 3 days on any subject could be. We 
are always obliged to have some digres
sions that happens in connection with 
all bona fide conversations in regard to 
matters affecting our lives. But up to 
this time this debate has been a legiti
mate, open argument based upon the 
facts and the reasons and the principles 
of government involved. Of course, all 
that does not suit the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Now to refer once more to the pro
posed star-chamber court, let .me say 
that the so-called court proposed by the 
bill would not be a court at all. It would 
be something like the old star-chamber 
court, but it would not even afford the 
protections or have the dignity or re
spect which the old star-chamber court 
had, because while the old star-chamber 
court fixed many of its own rules and did 
not have any rules to protect the persons 
who were called before it, it did at least 
give notice to those who were charged, 
and they were advised where the court 
would be held, and they were given an 
opportunity to be heard. 

The monstrosity which is proposed by 
this bill, the more or less star-chamber 
court which it proposes-which really 
should be called a star-chamber hear
ing proceeding-would not afford any 
of the protections or rights which the 
old star-chamber court afforded. The 
proposed court would not- provide for 
trial or hearing in the vicinage. It 
could meet, as I have said, anywhere 
from Portland, Maine, to Portland, Oreg. 
It could haul the ·witnesses and the 
parties all over the country, at the ex
pense of the taxpayers. Of course, there 
would be a multiplicity of lawsuits grow
ing out of such procedure, and the hear
ing group would provide good attorneys 
to represent the complainants, and 
would do so at the expense of the tax
payers of this country. There would 
be no limitations upon the power and 
authority of the proposed hearing body. 
Who would select its agents? How many 
agents is it intended that the Commis
sion or body shall have? No limit is pro
vided in the bill. My friend, the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. BYRD J, is worrying 
himself with his anxious concern about 
reducing the cost of this Government. 
I am in sympathy with his efforts. I 
think that the time has come when we 
must pay more attention to Government 
expenditures. We must cut expenses to 
the bone unless we want inflation, or a 
repudiation of the tremendous debt 
which we now have. 

Mr. President, what is the program 
which we are asked to adopt? Who 
will limit the expenditures connected 
with it? The bill provides for no limita
tion whatever. The language of the bill 
is left wide open. The agents of the 
Commission may go forth at will and 
search, search, search. They may go 
into th~ records and take copies wher· 

ever they may be found, and without a 
search warrant, and they may retain 
them. I ask my good friends on both 
sides of this Chamber, Do we want to 
pass this bill? 

Mr. President, I have received more 
courtesy from the Republican side of 
the Chamber in regard to attendance 
in the Senate during my discussion of 
the bill than I have received from Mem
bers· on the Democratic side. I am 
glad that that is true, because I have 
hope that some of the Members on the 
other side of the Chamber will see the 
light. I have no hope that some of my 
colleagues ori this side of the Chamber 
will ever see the light. They are not 
present with an open mind. They are 
present as members of a minority group, 
and are in favor of anything so long as 
it is sponsored by their group. 

:M:r. President, I do not believe that 
the bench, the bar, and the public gen
erally of this country would sympathize 
for a moment with this bill if they were 
familiar with its provisions. I was not 
surprised when the majority leader said 
today that he had received telegrams 
threatening him with defeat in any fu
ture attempt to be elected to office. I do 
not know whether those threats came 
from Democrats or Republicans. The 
majority leader did not state. But, Sen
ators, the situation is indicative of what 
is taking place in the public 171ind of this 
country. Neither newspapers nor radio 
commentators will print or state our rea
sons for opposing this vicious bill. Many 
persons are being threatened, including 
our great majority leader. On the floor 
today he defied those who had threatened 
him. I liked his defiance. 

But, Mr. President, the situation indi
cates that something is taking place 
down in the grass roots. Senators know 
that the Negroes in Kentucky would not 
be sending in threats to anyone if they 
were not deepry concerned. I predict, 
whether this bill shall be defeated or 
not, that the time will come in this coun
try when there will be an uprising of 
public opinion, mass resentment. and re· 
action against" legislation striking down 
all the constitutional rights which the 
people have enjoyed for many years, leg
islation destructive of business, which 
would be the result of the passage of this 
bill. 

Mr. President, I do not consider that 
a vote for this bill would enhance the 
popularity of any Senator. Some Sena
tors, of course, believe differently. I do 
not impugn their motives. '\Ve all like 
popularity. However, I may say in con
nection with the subject of popularity 
that there are and will be two sides to 
this -issue. The American people will 
not quietly acquiesce in a program which 
is destructive of their ancient doctrines 
and rights. They will not quietly acqui • 
esce when the delegated agents, whether 
white, black, Japanese, or German, who 
may be appointed by this commission, 
go around this country and put their 
hands into everybody's business in order 
to see whether the necessary number of 
Negroes have been employed. Other 
races than the colored race are involved 
in this proposal. I assume that it will 
be the duty of those who enforce the act 
to look after the interests of the Chinese, 
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the Japanese, and the Germans. Many 
of them are now being discriminated 
against, and I assume that for some time 
discrimination against them will con
tinue. As I have said, I think the pres
ent Fair Employment Practice Commit
tee is influenced by Communist" doctrines. 
I believe that Communist doctrines are 
involved in the activities in behalf of 
the present measure. Pickets are al
ready active in some places against per
sons who oppose the bill. 

Mr. President, let us see who is sup
porting this bill. Let us see who they 
are. It is said that some politicians are 
in opposition to the bill, and that other 
politicians are in favor of the bill. I am 
a politician, and I have been considering 
this bill for a long time. Some persons 
can sense the · reaction, though unex
pressed, of the people on issues when they 
have been accustomed to .and trained in 
the knowledge of their rights. I do not 
cl.aim such power. I have seen men who 
possessed such power. I assert to you, 
Mr. President, that by passing this bill 
we shall be stirring up something .that 
we cannot stop. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, wil1 the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EAST
LAND in the Chair) . Does tbe Senator 
from Alabama yield to the Senator fr.om 
Maine? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly, I yie1d 
to the Senator ff(}m Maine. 

Mr. WHITE. A moment ago the Sen
ator referred to various races. I am 
somewhat confused with r-egard to the 
meaning of the proposed legislation in 
this respect: On page 2, section 2, tbe 
language begins with the words: 

The right to work and to seek work with
out discrimination because of .race, cr.eed, 
color, national origin, or ancestry is de
clared to be an immunity, of all citizens of 
the United States. 

And so forth. That language would 
suggest that the bill applies only to citi
zens of the United States. But on the 
same pag.e, in section 3, we find the fol
lowing language: 

(a) It shall be an unfair employment 
practice for any employer within the scope 
of this act-

{ 1) to refuse to hir.e any person because 
of ·such person's race, creed, color, national 
origin, or ancestry. 

It does not refer to citizens. I won
der if the language in section 3 (a) is in
tended to be broad enough to cover citi
zens, or wh~ther citizens are excluded 
from that provision of the bill. Can the 
Senator enlighten me with respect to 
that? 

.Mr. BANKHEAD. It is my under
standing that whether one is a -citizen of 
the United States or not, under our Con
stitution, he is entitled to the benefits of 
constitutional guaranties. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
· Mr. WHITE. · But section 2 says the 
right to wol'k is an immunity of all citi
zens of the United States. It does not 
say of all "persons," but of ,"citizens." 
I simply do not know What is the key 
word, whether it is "citizen," or whether 
the word "person" is the key word. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The word ''per
sons" is used at other places in the bill. 
I take it the authors intended to cover 
aliens and everybody else, and that is 
one of my gt·oun~s of -abjection, that they 
are saying the right of .employment 1s 
the right of everyone, to displace good 
American citizens, if the race percent
age is not satisfactory. 

I have here a decision of the United 
States Supreme Court, which reads: 

Aliens while in the United States dl:'e en
titled to the benefits of .constitutional guar
anties, which are not confined to citizens, as 
affecting liberties and property. Opening 
envelopes of Chinese persons and taking 
letters from them, for use in deportation 
proceedings, is a seizure of papers that is 
unreasonable, and contrary to the spirit of 
this amendment (U.S. v. Wong Quong Wong 
(D. C. Vt., 1899), '94 F. 832). 

So that the equality of every alien in 
this country is already protected by law. 

Mr. President. I am sorry the Senator 
fr.om California [.Mr. DoWNEY] is n<>t 
present. He is one of the sponsors of 
the bill, and !'wanted to present a state 
of facts to him. 1 cannot w.ait for him. 
I know he is not coming, because I doubt 
if he wants to hear anything on this 
side of the question. He has not mani
fested any desire to do so. But there is 
a situation which is going to confront 
him in the not very distant future, I 
imagine the first time the people of 
California get :a chance at him, as soon 
as they find out the facts. 

Mr. President, the bill covers Japanese. 
The decision of the SUpreme Court I have 
just read covers Chinese, .and, .of course, 
it w.ould cover Japanese. i w.anted to 
point out to the Senator fr.om C.alifornia 
that in California there are 93,717 J.ap
anese. In the United States there are 
126,94'7 Japanese. Under the bill it will 
be necessary to provide employment, 
without discrimination, to every one .of 
those Japanese. That is the letter and 
the spirit of the law-protoot the minor
ity. 

What is going to happen in California, 
wh~re the people do not think too much 
·or the Japanese anyway, if the bill shall 
be enacted? Of course, the Japanese are . 
going to demand emplo}'-ment, and ·then 
what will happen? The agents of tne 
Commission will go into a store in San 
Francisco, for example, and look around 
and say, "We have applications for 
employment from a group of Japanese. 
You have not any in this store. Your 
employees are all American citizens. You 
must remove from your employm-ent a 
sufficient number in order to give these 
Japanese employment, because otherwise 
there is a discriminati<>n against them on 
account of their race." When such 
action as that starts, when white people 
are dismissed, perhaps many of them 
veterans, many of them ladies of the 
communities who have been working in 
the stores for years, there will be a great 
deal of disturbance. 

Of course, I am presuming the law is to 
be carried out. The sponsors of the bill 
·are begging for the protection of minor
ities. They do not say the minorities are 
confined only to Negroes. If they said 
that, all the -sentiment for their program 
would disappear. If the great principle 
of protecting minorities were taken out, 

and the desire were to l<>ok after one 
group only, the sentiment for the bill 
w.ould disappear. 

There are in this country 333.969 
Indians, a pretty large group, not many 
of them scattered over the Middle West 
and central part of the country ~nd the 
South and East, but they are all over the 
West. Those Indians have never been 
very eager about wanting to work, but if 
the Government should some day cut off 
their bounties and they were forced to 
make a living, then they would apply to 
this star-chamber group, because every
one knows that the businessman does not 
want to have an Indian working for h im. 
The Indian might go to school, he might 
have book learning, but he has not the 
other necessary qualifications for efficient 
service, and businessmen do not want 
him, and do not object to saying so. If 
this bill should be en.acted, those busi
nessmen might h.ave to hide their rea
sons. The law might force the business
men, wber.ever Indians were located, to 
practice deception. to oppose them on 
some other ground; but their statement 
would not be the truth, ~ we aU know. 

There is something peculiar about an 
Indian which causes the white American 
not to want to be too closely associated 
with him. He would not appeal as a 
customer man to the ladies who patron
ize stores. Businessmen would not em
ploy him, and then they would be guilty, 
as we all know. 

Let us consider the Germans. Rela
tively speaking, this country is full of 
Germans. There are in the United 
states, of foreign born, 1,237,772 Ger
mans. I got these figures from the 
Census yesterday. There are of Ger
mans born in the United States, one <lr 
both parents German, 3;998,$50, nearly 
4,000,000, mixed-breed Germans. 

I do not know what the situation will 
be. There are not many Germans in 
my section, but I have always under
stood that German farmers, and the 
common l'ank and file of the Germans in 
this country, were good citizens, and 
they have children coming on, daughters 
and sons. I do not know whether they 
are now excluded because they are Ger
mans. I do not think they were before 
the war, but the Hitler situation has de
veloped intense feeling on the part of a 
great many people against the empl<ly
ment of a real German in a business. 
especially a mereantile business, where 
he is known to be a German, or has a 
German accent, or otherwise his race is 
apparent. It would drive many people 
away, and it would be disturbing to the 
owner of a business to be required by 
law, by Federal law-not State law, but 
Federal law-to employ in his service a 
certain percentage-Goo knows what 
percentage-of people of different races, 
to avoid the charge that they were being 
discriminated aga.i.nst. 

What is the test? The bill does not 
fix any. Would the law be enforced on 
a percentage basis, a percentage of each 
race available for employm-ent ? Would 
that percentage apply to the village, to 
the city, ·to the State, or to the Nation? 
There is nothing in the bill to indicate. 
It would simply be necessary to emploY 
them. They could nc,t be discriminated 
against. 
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What constitutes discrimination? 
How would it be judged whether they 
were discriminated against or not? Of 
course, if this bill were the law, no busi
nessman would come out and say, "I will 
not employ one of these people, an 
Indian, or a Japanese, or a Geiman, be
cause of his race." He would have to 
conceal his reasons. But the case might 
be put in charge of one of these ardent 
fellows who want to get the minority in 
everywhere, including the Negroes, of 
course. Here in Washington, for in
stance, they would go to Woodward & 
Lothrop's, and they would say, "You 
have not any of these people in this 
store. You are discriminating against 
them. What are you going to do about 
it?" 

That would scare Woodward & Loth
rop to death to start with. They would 
not want to get into trouble with the 
Government. But businessmen would 
begin to figure, "What must we do?" I 
assume, carrying out the purpose and 
spirit of this miserable bill, the authori
ties would say, "You must dismiss anum
ber of your clerks and employees, and 
avoid this discrimination." The store
keeper would say, "Who is going to pick 
the ones we must discharge? If we have 
too many Americans and have to elimi
nate some of them, too many gentiles 
and have to eliminate a number of them, 
and put in colored people, or Germans, 
9r Japanese, who is going to sel~ct the 
ones we have to discharge?" There is 
the problem. . 

Perhaps an industrial company is 
involved rather than a merchant. The 
same rules apply. There is no distinc
tion between them. The employer might 
say, "I will pick some men who are strong 
for the union and let them out." What 
is the union going to say about that? 
Is the union going to submit to the em
ployer discriminating against its men? 
Will the union say, "Let us pick those 
who are to be discharged?" If we let 
the union absolutely select the individ
uals, . we would be completely changing 
the business system of the country. Of 
course, restrictions now exist with re
spect to the employment of labor and 
the discharge of labor. But if someone 
should be given the power-and all that 
power must be given to someone-to 
select who shall be let out of a store and 
who shall be taken on, it will be going 
a long step further than has ever been 
contemplated before. 

Suppose there are a thousand Japanese 
in Washington and many of them want 
employment. Let us say that 25 men 
and women will be selected to work for 
Woodward & Lothrop. Who is going to 
pick them? Are we going to leave that 
to the Japanese authorities? Are we 
going to leave it to the Commission to 
pick so many Japanese to go into that 
store and displace other employees? Is 
that a fair employment program? I 
submit, Mr. President that it is not. I 
submit there is nothing fair about it. It 
is unfair to everyone who would suffer 
by such a program-who would be dis
placed by it. Of course, it would be a 
grand thing for those who, under the 

.proposed law, are picked to get the jobs 
of others. 

Mr: President, the bill contains a pro
vision which applies its terms· to labor. 
Labor unions do not employ its members. 
Why do the sponsors of the bill want to 
put labor unions into the bill? I do not 
know whether by doing so they made a 
move to obtain the approval and support 
of labor, and therefore they placed lan
guage in the bill which has no real ap
plication. It has no real application, be
cause a union deals with its membership 
but not with employment under the com
merce clause of our Constitution. A 
union does not employ its members. 
Others employ its members. The union 
may apply the closed-shop ru1e or some 
other limitation, but the union is not an 
emloyer of its members. Still the lan
guage would proscribe something as an 
unfair employment practice on the part 
of labor. Of course that language does 
not mean a thing in the world. 

Mr. President, I have not heard of 
much labor support for this measure. 
The_committee report discloses, as I re
call, that only the CIO is in favor of the 
bill. The American Federation of Labor 
has not endorsed the bill. The A. F. of L. 
is in favor of some portions of it, as the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL] 
said, but there are parts of the bill to 
which they are opposed. 

What about the United Mine Workers; 
a group of more than half a million work
ers? Has anyone heard anything from 
that organization requesting the pas
sage of this bill? That organization does 
not do business that way. Some persons 
may not like John L. Lewis, but he knows 
how to manage the business of the 
United Mine Workers so as to take good 
care of his miners, and, so far as I am 
concerned, I am glad he does. I live in a 
mining county. The miners are mighty 
good people. Senators have not heard a 
word from John L. Lewis or from any 
United Mine Workers organization ask
ing· them to support this bill or give their 
approval to it. If my friend the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], one of 
the chief sponsors of the ·bill, · has any 
evidence of such support, and many. 
United Mine Workers live in his State, 
he · would present it. The United Mine 
Workers have not endorsed the bill. The . 
report does not show that any labor or
ganization, except the CIO, has endorsed 
it. 

Mr. President, we all know that in a bill 
of this type, dealing with what some call 
the under dog, if the other labor c..rgan
izations were willing to see this mon
strous bill passed they would have sent 
to us their endorsement of it. 

Let us see now about the farmers. It 
is said that the Farmers Union is in 
favor of it. I do not dispute that state
ment. Mr. Patton, the head of the 
Farmers Union, is a good man. I know 
him well. His organization has a mem
bership of about 100,000. It is the small
est of the farm organizations. That or
ganization is pretty well alined with 
the New Deal people. 

What ·about the Grange, a great na
tional farm organization headed by Mr. 
Goss, an able man? What about the 
Milk Cooperative Association, another 
very wonderful organization with a very 
large and effective membership? What 
about the National Farm Coop~~-~t~v~ 

Association, an organization represent
ing practically all the farm cooperatives 
of this country, probably the largest of 
all farm organizations? Senators have 
not heard anything from that organiza
tion in support of a bill which abandons 
the old fundamental rights of the Amer
ican citizens. 

Let us see about the American Farm 
Bureau. There are now present but 
three Senators on my side of the aisle, 
but I shall speak on. Very few persons 
are in the galleries. So few Senators are 
present that we could not muster a quo
rum. Would anyone say that is not O'P
pression of the minority? I think it is. 
Yet, Mr. President, someone may read 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and, anyway, 
someone has to speak. So I might as 
well speak, and I am willing to do so. I 
have two or three good listeners. The 
leader of the minority, of the Republican 
Party in the Senate, is listening. The 
President pro tempore is listening. So 
is the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. RoB
ERTSON], and so is the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. HICKENLOOPER], and SO is the Sena
tor from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART]. One 
of the sponsors of this measure, the Sen
ator from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], is 
listening. So is the junior Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. McFARLAND]. I have 
named the group of Senators present 
a.nd willing to hear the measure debated. 
Yet some would say, "Pop cloture on 
those who are debating the measure. 
Do not let them stay here any longer and 
debate the measure." 

Mr. President, I was talking about the 
farmers. What · is the position of the 
American Farm Bureau Federation, an 
organization with practically 1,000,000 
members, represented in all the States 
of the American Union? What is its po
sition? Its position is certainly entitled 
to receive the thoughtful consideration 
of Members of the Senate on a subject 
of this kind. If Senators want to find a 
group which is solid in its support of 
American principles--

•Mr. WHITE; Mr. President, may we 
have order on the floor, and a little bet
ter order in the galleries? There is a 
constant murmuring coming down from 
the galleries to the floor which makes it 
difficult to hear the speaker. 

The ·PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair calls the attention of the occu
pants of the galleries to the fact that 
under the rules of the Senate there must 
be order and auiet in the galleries. Let 
there also be order in the Senate. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I thank the Sen
ator from Maine. 

I was saying that if Senators· want to 
find a group which is loyal to the funda
mental .principles of our Government, 
which does not run after every fad and 
fallacy and which is not moved by every 
wind and storm of opinion, they should 
consult the farmers of America, I do 
not care to which farm organization 
they may belong. The farmers are solid 
men who have time to think of the great 
problems of the country. They are not 
r~shed like the town people are. They 
think for themselves as they plow in 
.their fields. If Senators really want to 
get good, cool, calm, judgment respect
ing the issues which are now being agi
ta~~d by agitators and extreme leftists 
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in this country, ·let them get the judg
ment of the farmers of America. I am 
not saying we should always follow their 
opinion. I say we should consult their 
opinion, glve it consideration, and know 
that it comes from unbiased men, men 
usually of cool judgment, men who are 
generally right in their attitude respect
ing public affairs. 

Let me read the Senate Mr. O'Neal's 
letter which he sent last June to all 
Members of the Senate: 

.AMERICAN FARM BUREAU 
FEDERATION, 

Washington, D. C., June 9, 1945. 
TO MEMBERS OF THE UNITED STATE!l SENATE, 

Senate Office BuiLding, 
Washington, ' D. c. 

DEAR SENATORs: The Board of Directors of 
the American Farm Bureau Federation, at 
its meeting in Chicago on June 1, 1945, 
adopted a resolution against the proposed 
"Fair Employment Practices Act." (S. 101). 

Racial and religious prejudices should not 
be a part of the American system of enter
prise, but the proposed legislation is the 
wrong way to correct such evils. This meas
ure, in our opinion, would have the opposite 
effect from what its proponents claim. It 
would stir up-instead of allay-racial and 
religious prejudices, and would result in 
unhappy disturbances everywhere, which 
would interfere with-instead of promote
unity and maximum production. 

The bill itself delegates to a Federal agency 
dangerous powers of regimentation over mil
lions of citizens, and the decisions and or
ders of this Federal agency would be su
preme. It strikes right at the fundamenta1s 
of free enterprise. 

We therefore respectfully urge that you 
oppose the enactment of S. 10L 

Sincerely yours, 
EDW. A. O'NEAL, 

President. 

That was not a resolution sent here by 
Mr. O'Neal personally, but was the action 
of the national board of directors of the 
American Farm Bureau Federation. Let 
me read a list of the States in which 
members of the board of directors of that 
great farm organization live: New York, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, New Jersey, 
West Virginia, Ohio, Missouri, Minne
sota, Iowa, Indiana, California, Tennes
see, Georgia, Arkansas, Mississippi, Tex
~. Maryland, and Wyoming. There are 
18 members, from 18 widely scattered 
States, including some of the small States 
as well as States with the largest popu
lation and the largest membership in the 
American Farm Bureau Federation. 
They were not swept off their feet by the 
slogan, "Let us treat the minority fair." 
They know that the bill is not fair to the 
minority. It is not fair to others. It is 
not fair to business. It is not fair to the 
individual who is haled into this court
if one chooses to call it a court-which 
has no judicial processes and no system 
of judicial protection. 
· I hold in my hand a clipping from the 

Mobile Press of Saturday, June 30, 1945, 
containing a letter from a colored min
ister in Mobile, Rev. B. B. Williams. It 
is brief, and I shall read it: 

The city commissioner and white citizens 
of Mobile are to be commended for their en
dorsement and support of the recreational 
centers established here for. colored citizens. 
Industrial war workers look forward each 
week for entertainment at the USO on the 
corner of Dearborn and St. Michael. Seamen 
now have a well-furnished hotel for lodging 
and relaxation on Dearborn Street, and the 

opening of the commodious recreational cen
ter on Davis Avenue this week by the city 
proper are evidences that colored folk are 
being considered to be entitled to all that 
others enjoy for comfort, recreation, and 
health. 

In addition to the recreational centers 
mentioned above, a YWCA for the elevation 
of colored womanhood is under construction 
and around $74,000 has been pledged and 
raised on a $165,000 YMCA building to be 
erected on Dearborn Street. 

With all this being done in Mobile for 
colored folk it means that as white Mobile 
rises it is trying to lift colored Mobile as 
well. This is as it should be. As long as the 
South and other sections, in a general way, 
lift the colored man along with other citizens 
there will be no need for a FEPC because 
there will be fair employment practices as 
well as fair everything else. Our city is mak
ing an effort to be fair to its colored citizens 
in keeping with God's will. 

I wish to read from an editorial pub
lished in the magazine Alabama of April 
6, 1945, regarding a poll on this questio·n: 

The poll was taken by the Opinion Research 
Corporation, of New York City and Princeton, 
N. J. In this language it describes its 
findings: 

"The Negro endorses coercive legislation. 
He resents job discrimination more than any 
other kind and he looks hopefully to the law 
for help. Seventy-nine percent of employed 
Negroes favor legal compulsion rather than 
leaving the question of hiring Negroes to in
dividual COmJlanies. 

"In sharp contrast to Negroes, whites are 
against compulsion by law. Eighty-five per
cent of urban white employees believe hiring 
should be left to the individual company, 
and oppose a law to require hiring without 
regard to color." . 

With dispassionate restraint the poll takers 
conclude: "Thus antidiscrimination bills are . 
not introduced in response to a demand from 
the whole electorate.'' 

Even 1n companies which employ both 
whites and Negroes, the poll shows that "the 
feeling .of rank-and-file workers stand in the 
pat~ of overnight equalization of oppor
tunity." 

Sixty-five percent of white workers vote for 
all-Negro departments rather than to mix the 
two races. Seventy-four percent object to 
Negro supervision. 

Seventy-four percent of the white workers 
want separate lunch rooms and wash rooms, 
although 95 percent of the. Negroes want to 
use the same lunch rooms and wash roolll8. 

Opinion Research continues: 
"It is obvious that attempts to force rapid 

and drastic changes in employment practice 
may be strongly resisted by large groups of 
employees. Quite possibly such action will 
increase racial animosity rather than allay it, 
particularly in a period of lay:-offs. 

"It seems unlikely that employees will un
de:rgo a change of heart me1·ely because an
other law has been passed. · Thus, if solid and 
permanent progress is to be achieved, both 
employers and regulatory authorities must 
proceed with great deliberation, using a 
maximum of persuasion and a minimum of 
coercion." 

That is the report of the polling or
ganization at Princeton, N.J. 

Mr. President, for the benefit of the 
RECORD and of the few patient Members 
of the Senate who are present, let us 
consider further the argument and the 
state of facts presented by the junior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. · RussELL] 
with respect to the action on this sub
ject by various States. To my mind 
that is one of the most significant oc
currences in the development of· this 
whole agitf..tion about the passage of this 
bill. After long agitation in Washing-

ton it became apparent that certain 
Members of both Houses would resist it 
to the bitter end. The sponsors of the 
program went to the States, where they 
should have gone in the first instance. 
It is a police matter, and does not come 
under the Federal Constitution. They 
went to the States to secure the passage 
of State laws dealing with fair employ
ment practices-probably a replica of 
this bill. Such a measure was intro
duced in approximately 20 States. 

What happened? The only agitation 
for or against the bill was by the spon
sors of this program. No one was in 
the field opposing it from an organized 
standpoint. So far as I know, there we1·e 
no visitors to any of the States in oppo
sition to it, but the groups which wanted 
to secure its passage arranged for its 
introduction, and doubtless did a great 
deal of pressure work to bring about its 
passage. The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. RussELL] has already presented the 
facts for the RECORD, but some might 
hear this statement who did not hear 
him. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield if I may do 
so without prejudice. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to ask 
the Senator if he is not a little optimis
tic in believing that many Senators who 
unwittingly committed themselves to the 
bill will near much of the discussion. 
They committed themselves to this mon
strosity before knowing all that was in 
it; and now, when we proceed to undress 
it and let it stand in all its stark naked
ness, they cannot stand the revelation. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. They cannot stand 
sound doctrine. 

Mr. RUSSELL. In the middle of the 
afternoon, while the Senator is engag
ing in a very able discussion, only a hand
ful of Senators are present. The Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], the Sen
ator from Idaho [Mr. GOSSETT], the Sen
ator from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. RoBERT
SON], the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
STANFILL], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
REED J, and the minority leader [Mr. 
WHITE] are the only Senators present, 
which shows the lack of interest in this 
measure. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I hope the gentle
men in the press gallery will take notice 
of the statement of the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield if I may do 
so without prejudicing my rights. 
. Mr. CHAVEZ. I . hope the gentlemen 

of the press will also note that possibly 
the reason why more Senators are not 
present is that they are working in com
mittee to bring out a minimum wage bill 
which will be just as obnoxious to some
Members as the bill now being consid
ered. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senator ought 
to be there helping to draft a good bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. ! 'yield, if I may do 
so without prejudicing my rights. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Unless there is some 
change in the position of those who are 
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insisting· on cramming this bill down our 
throats, there will not be any reports · 
from committees, because most of the 
time the sponsors of a bill have been ob
jecting to the transaction of business in 
the Senate-even the introduction of 
bills, much less reports from commit
tees. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, 
there have been numerous suggestions 
that many Members of the Congress do · 
not wish to have it pass any antistrike 
legislation. I do not know whether that 
feeling has actuated those who have in
sisted that the Senate take up this meas-· 
ure, but everyone knows that that state
ment has been made. It is no secret. 
There has been considerable discussion· 
that many Members of the Congress do 
not wish to have Congress pass any meas
ures dealing with the labor question. 
Members of Congress who take that posi
tion are to be found on both sides of the 
labor question, and they do not wish to 
have the Congress vote on such meas
ures. There are a number of Members 
of Congress who, to use the colloquial 
expression, wish to "put the screws" on 
the strikers and to do whatever they can 
do, by force of law, to require them to go 
back to work. But many persons are not . 
in favor of that, and they do not care 
whether we filibuster, and they do not 
care whether the Senate holds up the bill 
until doomsday, because they are in no 
hurry to have the Congress enact legis
lation which would bring about the ces
sation of strikes and would result in the 
1·enewal of industrial operations in this 
country. 

Of course, Mr. President, the labor 
question is now paramount. It may be 
·said that we are wasting time here be-· 
cause the sponsors of the pending meas
ure who insisted on having it brought 
before the Senate did so with. full knowl
edge that the result I have mentioned 
would ensue. I do not know whether 
they are doing so in an attempt to sat
isfy certain groups that may have been 
dealing with them. It may be so; it may 
be that they are committed to certain 
groups to suppress such legislation, so 
that they are not free, independent 
agents in the true sense. I do not charge 
that; I simply do not know. I know that 
there has been much discussion and 
there have been many rumors regarding 
the reasons for bringing up the bill which 
is now before the Senate. Some persons 
are said to welcome the consideration of 
this bill by the Congress in order to pre
vent the Congress from considering anti
strike legislation at this time, when the 
whole Nation craves congressional action 
which will bring industrial peace to our 
disturbed people and will give them as
surance that the recovery program will 
not entirely break down, but that Con
gress will do whatever it can to advance 
11he recovery program and to bring about 
continued industrial operations. Frank- · 
ly, Mr. President, I do not know how to 
do it. Many Members of Congress think 
they do know how. But I am satisfied 
that there are many who do not wish to 
have the Congress attack the problem or 
go on record regarding it. 

So here we are. The Senator from 
New Mexico, who has coo}lerated with 
them, made his motion for consideration 

of the bill without notice to us, without 
notification of any sort. He ·slipped up 
on me and slipped up on the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RuSSELL] and other Sena
tors, and made the motion for considera
tion of this bill at a time when debate 
on the motion was not in order. I think 
they thought they had us. But they did 
not know as much about parliamentary 
rules as some of us know. They thought 
that if they could get the bill before the 
Senate then, they would promptly file a 
cloture petition and would have cloture 
invoked, and thus would put the bill to 
a vote as quickly as possible, amend
ments or no amendments. However, 
they have not accomplished that result; 
and so long as we have not finished our 
arguments in opposition to the passage 
of the bill, so long as some of us are 
physicaUy able to !JOint out to the people 
of the country the dangers inherent in 
the bill, the absolute dangers inherent 
in it to our republican form of govern
ment, to our free-enterprise system, to 
our system of trial by jury, through aboli-' 
tion of the protections and safeguards · 
which we wish to have preserved, we shall 
continue to discuss its shortcomings. 

Some people think we are doing this 
because we are unfriendly to the Negroes. 
Mr. President, the Negro has no better 
friend than I, and I have proved it. My 
friendship for bim is not limtted to mere 
lip service. Other Senators on this side 
of the question have likewise proven their 
friendship for the Negroes. In 1925 and 
1926, when bigotry was rampant in this 
country, when persecution of Catholics 
and Jews and Negroes was rife, when the 
Ku Klux Klan, the night riders wearing 
robes, were traveling all over this coun
try and in some States absolutely con
trolled the elections, so that unless a 
man was a member of the Ku Klux Klan 
he had absolutely no chance to win. I 
was not in politics. I was not then a 
candidate for any political office. But 
from my office and my home I went out 
into the State; I. made a great many 
speeches during the Presidential elec
tion in which AI Smith was the Demo
cratic candidate. I made many speeches 
against religious bigotry, against racial 
prejudice, and in favor of liberality, in 
favor of the right of every man to follow 
the dictates of his own good conscience 
in respect to his relations with people 
of all religions and all races. I went all 
over Alabama preaching that doctrine 
and mentioning not only the Jews arid 
the Catholics but the Negroes as being 
entitled to their full rights under the 
Constitution. I did so because we did 
not want to inju~ them. 

But this bill will injure them. Let not 
Senators fool themselves about that. 
Those who are urging passage of the bill 
say we are unfriendly to the Negro. Mr. 
President, we have more friendship for 
the Negroes than all the sponsors of the 
bill have. They know very little about 
Negroes. A man who has lived among 
them all his life understands the Negro 
problem better than does a man who is 
merely playing politics with this question 
and is _playing up to certain social 
groups-left-wingers. 

In that connection let us consider the 
situation of the sponsors of the bill. The 
Senator from New MeXico [Mr. CHAVEZ] 

has in his State only 4,672 Negroes, or 
nine-tenths of 1 percent of the popula~ 
tion of his State. Nevertheless he seems 
to think-and in good faith, I am sure
that he understands the problem better 
than do those of us who have been reared 
with them, who have met large num
bers of Negroes, and who have had to 
deal with the problem and live with it. 
As I said, Negroes constitute only nine
tenths of 1 percent of the population of 
the State of New Mexico; yet the Sen
ator from New Mexico is making all this 
disturbance and all this noise about get
ting 'fair treatment for the Negroes. Of 
course, Negroes are not the only minor~ 
ity group in his State. There are many 
Mexicans or· persons of Mexican de
scent in his State, and this bill applies 
to them, too, of course. So I cannot say 
that the Senator from New Mexico is in 
favor of.the bill solely because of his in
terest in the Negroes, although I think 
many people believe that is the reason 
why he favors the bill. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at this point, for a 
question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
.Mr. EASTLAND. Is it not a fact that 

the people of New Mexico have repudi
ated this whole proposal, by rejecting a 
bill which ~s similar to the one now be
fore the Senate? ' 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; and I shall 
reach that point in a moment. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Cali
for~ia [Mr. DowNEY] is in favor of the 
bill. I do not know whether he clainis 
to be an ultra-conservative, but there are 
only 124,306 Negroes in the whole State 
of California, witfi its total population of 
millions of people. 

The S.enator from Montana [Mr. MuR .. 
RAY], who is one of the cosponsors of the 
bill, has 1,120 Negroes in his State. In 
Montana there are also considerable 
numbers of Indians who are liable to 
bump off the Negroes when they get 
jobs. The Indians will demand the jobs; 
and out the Negroes w~ll go-because 
there are many Indians in that locality. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me for a moment 
without prejudice? ' 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. With reference to 

Indians, let me say that just now, as well 
as earlier in his speech, the Senator from 
Alabama has referred to the Indians at 
about the same time that he has referred 
to the Japanese, the Germans, and oth-· 
ers. I know the distinguished Senator 
from Alabama is kindly and generous 
and ·would not wish to leave the impres
sion that he was in any way attempting 
to indulge in remarks derogatory of the 
Indians. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senator is ab
solutely correct about that. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The Indians in 
Wyoming and Montana are handicapped 
as a result of Federal regulations which 
govern their lives. They are kept on 
reservations. Various laws prohibit them 
from doing various things which we 
"pale faces" do. It was we· "pale faces" 
who put them on those reservations. No 
onE} in Wyoming and Montana-and I 
think I may also include Colorado-ever 
objects to having an Indian work for 
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him or eat at his table; no one there 
ever objects to going to work with Indi
ans or eating at their tables or in every 
other way treating them as social equals. 
They were the first citizens ef this coun
try, and to them we are the "pale faces." 
They wish to be friendly to us. They are 
friendly to us, and we in the West are 
friendly to them. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I appreciate the 
truth of the Senator's statement. I have 
voted for many millions of dollars to be 
used in behalf of the Indians. I did not 
speak of them in any derogatory sense. 
I merely listed them as among the nunor
ity groups. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I am sure the Sen
ator did not mean anything derogatory 
in what he said, but I thought that the 
impression which might be left from his 
remarks would be an inacccurate one. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. .I am glad the Sen
ator made the correction. Of course, 
there are minority groups as, for ex.;. 
ample, the Jews, ·and certainly the 
Roman Catholics represent a minority 
group. F.or all such minority groups this 
bill seeks to secure privileges because 
they are minority groups. I do not know 
that some of them need protection in 
business matters, because they are able 
to take care ·of themselves. However, 
from the standpoint of employment, the 
bill treats them as .special classes of 
citizens. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
·Mr. CHAVEZ. It is not the intention 

of the sponsors of the bill to create any 
special privileges for any classes or mi
norities of people. The intention is 
merely to protect their rights. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The ·senator knows 
.that no man has a right to obtain a job 
from any employer who does not wish to 
give him a job. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Persons who have 

legal rights do not need any protec_tion 
of them, such as is attempted to be given 
by this bill. But if the bill does not put 
them into a privileged class or into a 
minority group, I do not know what it 
does. · 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Very well. If the Sen
ator will read the bill--

· Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, I have read it 
as much as the Senator has read it. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Possibly the Senator 
from Alabama has read it more than I 
have read it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. . 
Mr. CHAVEZ. But there is nothing· 

1n the bill which would compel the Sen
ator from Alabama, the owner of any 
factory or industry, or any other person, 
to furnish employment or a job to ~ny 
member of a minority group. Wl:lile no 
one can be compelled to give the Jew, the 
Irishman, the Baptist, the Catholic, or 
anyone else a job, the bill provides that 
no one may prevent him from obtaining 
a job merely . because of his race, creed, 
color~ national· origin, and so forth. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the 
argument which is now being made by 
the Senator from New Mexico is as spe
cious as is the argument which has been 
made that this is a. fair employment 

practice bill. The bill provides that if an 
employer does not give -a job to a man 
belonging to a minority group, the em:. 
ployer is thereby discriminating against 
him, and he may be put into jail. It 
may be argued that the seeker of employ
ment would not be discriminated against, 
but nevertheless the employer could be 
put into jail if he refused to afford em
ployment. It would be very much like 
a lawyer who told his client, "They 
cannot put you into jail," to which the 
client replied, "Well, I have been here for 
2 years." 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Nevertheless, we have 
taken the life blood of this country and 
sent it to die on foreign fields. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, yes; I have heard 
the Senator make that statement before, 
and I expect to hear him make it again 
before this discussion has been con
cluded. But the argument is just as 
specious as has been other arguments 
which the Senator has made concerning 
this issue. The men who were sent 
abroad to die were not sent tt ... ere for 
.the purpose of making it possible to es~ 
tablish a kangaroo court and put a man 
in jail without affording him a trial be
fore a jury. They were not sent abroad 
for the purpose of giving someone the 
right to tear down the business and in
dustr:~ of this country, and giving some-

. one the privilege of invading a man's 
private business and examining his 
books. The bill has been labeled some
thing which it is not. I recall that the 
Senator from New Mexico said the other 
day that he denied that the bill would 
assist aliens in obtaining employment. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, there is 
no disagreement as between the argu
ment of the Senator from Georgia and 
the argument of the Senator from New 
Mexico. What we are trying to protect 
is rights. I may say to the Senator from 
Georgia that it is only rights that I want 
to protect. If we are not doing it cor
rectly through this bill, I would join the 
Senator f.rom Georgia in drawing a biU 
that would give such protection. 

The Senator refers to thP. Constitution 
and says that we are all supposed to be 
equal. It has been said that all of us 
should have equal opportunities. Yet, 
when someone denies employment to a 
Jew, for example, because he i~ a Jew, 

·even though he or some relative of his 
has fought on a foreign field of battle, 
the Jew is being denied equality. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, it is 
said by some that equality means 
equality of everything in the United 
States, and some persons would be will
ing to move in and divide all the prop
erty in the United States and deal out 
its benefits to all citizens. The American 
Constitution, thank God, has never stood 
for that kind of equality. My idea of in
dividual rights is that our Constitution 
and laws draw a circle around each in
dividual and gives him freedom to act 
within that circle. At the same time, 
no other man may infringe upon his 
rights. As I see it, this bill represents 
an idea which is entirely contrary to 
that which I have stated. It says, "We 
will invade the circle that has been 
thrown around the man who employs six 
or more persons, and we will tell him 

whom he may employ and how many he 
may employ." An employer may be told 
that he must employ a certain number 
of persons, and may be told who they 
shall be. If he does not employ them he 
may be put into jail. 

The bill invades the right of property. 
I realize that in this day it has become 
very unpopular for anybody to mention 
property rights, but without property 
rights, this great country of ours would 
not be what it now is. We have property 
rights, and our Constitution dr~w a circle 
around those property rights even as it 
drew a circle around the rights of indi
viduals. This biU would strike down 
the right of a man to say with whom he 
shall be associated in conducting his 
business, and there is no way by which 
that fact can be argued away. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Alabama further yield to 
me? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. · I still insist that there 

is very little difference between the phi
losophy of the Senator from Georgia and 
my own philosophy with respect to this 
bUI. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I still have hope, then, 
that the Senator will vote against this 
bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The question is only 
one of conclusion. I know that when 
the Constitution speaks of equality it 
does not mean, for example, that be
cause the Senator from Georgia has been 
diligent and has accumulated some prop
erty, he must divide it with me. I agree 
that the Senator from Georgia has in
dividual rights, and I further agree that 
1ndi:vidual enterprise should have the 
protection of the law. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is a great dif
ference between the understanding of 
the Senator and my understanding as to 
the effect which this bill will have on in
dividual rights. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I want the Senator 
from Georgia to help me make the bill a 
good one. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have 
done my best. I have attempted to point 
out some of the weaknesses of the bill. 
I have already -Pointed out some weak
nesses which the Senator had not recog
nized in his own bill. 

·Mr CHAVEZ. I have completely rec
ognized them, but during my early asso
ciation with the bill I did not have the 
wisdom and advice of my good friend. 
Now that the bill is before the Senate for 
consideration I hope the Senator from 
Georgia will join me in making it a per
fect bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do not 
think that it is possible to make a per
fect bill out of a measure which proposes 
to take away the rights of individuals. 
We have been told that the bill is merely 
one to continue into effect the present 
Fair Employment Practices Committee 
which was established under an Execu
tive order. A greater misrepresentation 
has never been made. The present com
mittee deals only with empl<'yment in 
the Federal Government. Of course, 
the Federal Government has the right to 
regulate employment within its various 
departments. The committee's power 
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extends also to those who willingly and 
voluntarily enter into contracts with the 
Federal Government. A man is given an 
option. He either may or may not enter 
into a contract with the Government. 
If he does enter into a contract with the 
Government he submits himself to the 
power of the committee. However, Mr. 
President, the pending bill does not pro
vide anything of that nature. It reaches 
out to the individual. Its powers are not 
limited to dealing with situations involv
ing employees of the Government, or 
those who willingly enter into contracts 
with the Government, but it reaches out 
into every business a~nd industry in this 
Nation which employs six or more per
sons. It would undertake to take away 
certain rights which have always been 
fundamental. _ 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
believe there are seven sponsors of the 
bill, and the States of six of them have a 
Negro pop-ulation. combined, of 195,821. , 
New York has many more than the 
·Others. The Negro population in 11 
States, which have 22 votes here, most 
of them for the bill, is only 12,029. 

Mr. President, I submit that cannot 
r.epresent any real, true situation of <Us
crimination on any broad scale on ac
count of race, color, or creed. All the 
·sponsors of the bill are from sections and 
States which have just enough Negroes 
to get on the blackboard. They do not 
-have a sufficient Negro population to 
enable them to know anything about the 
treatment of Negroes. I doubt that the 
Senate should pay any very great atten
tion to a program sponsored by Senators 
from States having a Negro population 
of only 12,000. Of course, as I have said, 
one of the sponsors of the bill, the Sena
tor from New York · [Mr. WAGNER], is 
from a State where the Negro population 
runs up the total. I ask to have the list 
·printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAY
BANK in the chair). Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

State: 
IdahO---~-----------
Maine --------------
Nevada------------
Montana-----------
North Dakota ______ _ 
New Hampshire ____ _ 

• · New Mexico ________ _ 
South Dakota ______ _ 

Utah---------------Vermont ___________ _ 

Wyoming -----------

Percentage 
Negro of whole 

popula- popula-
tion tion 
595 0.1 

1, 304 • 2 
664 .6 

1,120 .2 
201 
414 .1 

4,672 .9 
474 .1 

1, 235 .2 
384 .1 
956 1. 3 

12,029 3.7 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, we 
are just getting started to argue the 
merits of ·the bill, and there are many 
other arguments I should like to make, 
but I have spoken for 3 hours without 
any rest or relaxation, and I think per
haps that is about as long as I should 
occupy the floor, although I could pro
ceed, if anyone desires that I do so. I 
wish to let some fresh speaker partici
pate in the debate, and I thought per
.haps a quorum call, when I yield the 

floor might bring in a few Senators who 
would remain a short time, and they 
might get a iittle glimpse of light on 
some phase of the bill as they pass 
through. I hope some rays of sunshine 
will penetrate the intelligence and judg
ment of Senators, if they will only exer
cise their intelligence. 

Before I close I wish to discuss the 
point to which I referred a few moments 
ago, brought out by the able junior Sen
ator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL] a 
few days ago, about the action of the 
various States on the subject being dis
cussed here. To my mind that is a most 
important phase of the situation, because 
we get false rumors and reports and 
imaginary statements of the large num
ber begging and pleading for the pas
sage of the bill. 

As I stated a few moments ago, ad
vacates of the bill went to various States 
in this country seeking to have the State 
legislatures pass a similar measure, and 
in the main the States to which they 
went were those they thought would be 
favorable to their plea, because of the 
large Negro populations. What success 
did they have? There was no opposi
tion, except of men who were officials of 
the States, members of the legislatures, 
who had a duty to perform. No south':' 
erner was there, although some seem to 
desire to charge that southerners are 
lea~ing the opposition. There was pres
ent no person interested in any way in 
dealing with the subject except from 
principle. What luck attended these 
groups pleading for the passage of a 
similar bill, a fair employment practice 
measure, after presenting their argu
ments to the legislatures of 18 States? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; it was 20 States, 
and 18 refused to pass the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What success did 
they have, all · of them north of the 
Mason and Dixon's line? If there was 
any sympathy displayed or any prejudice 
involved, those matters would have been 
in favor of the passage of the bill. The 
legislature of. one State after another, 
with two exceptions in the East, New 
York and New Jersey, the legislatures in 
18 States, declined to pass this so-called 
fair employment bill setting up a star
chamber court to try individual citizens. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. EASTLAND. Did the Senator 

know that after those figures were com
piled the State of California defeated a 
fair employment practice bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. California defeated it 
twice. It appears in this list, and it de
feated it again last fall. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Will the Senator 
yield for another question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. EASTLAND. Does not the Sen

ator think that from the actions o.f the 
18 States in defeating .measures setting 
up fair employment practice commis
sions, if this bill were passed it would 
largely be nullified by the people of the 
country, as prohibition was? -

l\4r. BANKHEAD. Yes, it woulq be 
like the prohibition law. They do not 
want it, and they are not going to en-
force it. · · 

I shall now read the list of the States. 
It was read a few days ago, but not con
secutively. 

California. One of the sponsors of the 
bill is from California. I understand 
California rejected it twice. 
· Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, the 
colle2.gue of the senior Senator from 
California [Mr. DoWNEY], the junior 
Senator from California [Mr. KNow
LAl'.TJ>], gave out a statement before the 
bill was even brought up, calling for im
mediate cloture to assure consideration 
of the bill, and then the junior Senator 
from California was repudiated by his 
own legislature, which refused to pass 
the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Colorado. I see 
c-ne of the able Senators from Colorado 
present [Mr. MILLIKIN], a man for whom 
I have the utmost respect. His good 
State repudiated the program. 

Connecticut. That State adjoins the 
hot bed New York, where the Communists 
and the Socialists and all that un-Amer
ican group are agitating for the passage 
of the bill. Connecticut refused to pass 
it. One might think that if any State in 
the Union passed the bill, it would be 
Connecticut. There is a very large Negro 
population there. 

Illinois. With alf the adverse and 
conflicting interests in that State, and 
with its two Senators here, one a Demo
crat and one a· Republican, trying to 
have it pass, Illinois rejected the bill. 

Kansas. One of the sponsors of this 
bill lives in the great old State of Kan
sas. The junior Senator from that State 
nv.tr. REED], one of my very best friends, 
has just entered the Chamber. I am 
sorry he has not been here long enough 
to hear his friend making an argument. 
It might have converted him. Sometimes 
he is open to conviction. At any rate, 
he knows I think the world of him. Kan
sas rejected the bill. But here stand the 
two Senators from that State, in the face 
of the fixed policy of their State as shown 
by the action of their legislature, trying 
to have this bill p·assed, with all its de
fects, infirmities, and faults. 

Maryland. Both the Maryland Sena
tors are in line with the action of their 
State, which rejected the bill. 

Massachusetts rejected the bill. The 
two Senators from Massachusetts, one of 
whom is a Democrat and the other a Re
publican, are anxious to have a vote on 
this bin, in the face of the action of the 
legislature of their State. Minority 
groups sometimes are stronger than State 
legislatures. 

Michigan, with a tremendous popula
tion, liberal in many things, declined to 
pass a noxious bill of this sort, and I con
gratulate Michigan. The legislature did 
not· yield ·to the clamor of the racial 
groups. 

Minnesota. One of the sponsors of the 
bill, the junior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr . . BA~LJ, wants .cloture applied. 

Mr. President, I think he and m·any 
other Senators had better appeal to the 
people of their States, because if they had 
in e:ff.ect in their States fair-practice laws 
like the one wear~ discussing, they would 
obtain fo.r their constituents all the bene-· 
fits whiph migpt accrue under thi~ bill. 
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But they could not get such legislation 
adopted in their States. The people of 
those States, as represented by their leg
islatures, would not pass such legislation. 
So here they are now appealing from · 
their own local authority to the Congress. 

dent's Cabinet. He appeared before a 
committee yesterday. I do not know 
who induced him to go before the com-
mittee, but he spoke, either before the 
committee or to perhaps newspapermen, 
advocating the passage of this bill. If he 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. EASTLAND. How many of the 

sponsors of this bill does the Senator 
think practice its provisions when it 
comes to employing people in their own 
offices? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not think there 
is any ground for argument about such 
a question. I do not see anything like 
that happening, not even in the case of 
the Senator from New Mexico. 

We now come to the State of New 
Mexico. We saw the Senator hang his 
head with a sort of mortification or grief 
over the fact that his State had repu. 
diated him, but he said that those who 
had done so were not humane-minded 
people. He does not excuse or justify 
them. In a way he joins in the denun
ciation of them. His people would not 
pass legislation of this sort. So he comes 
here and says, "Give us cloture quick so 
that we can pass this bill which my State 
does not want." 

Then we come to the State of Ohio, 
the State represented in part by my good 
friend the senior Senator [Mr. TAFT]. 
He stands against the position taken by 
his own State legislature, and his Demo
cratic colleague [Mr. HUFFMAN] does the 
same thing. 

Very well, we come now to Pennsyl
vania. My gracious alive, where is ' JoE 
GUFFEY? He has been fighting here for 
antipoll-tax bills and antilY.Ilching bills. 
and now he comes and fights for the 
worst bill of them all, a bill which would 
break down all the constitutional safe
guards and protections which surround 
our people, a bill which would invade the 
businesses of this country, which would 
break down the free-enterprise system, a 
bill which would set up a bureau of irre
sponsible agents to snoop on business and 
to search their records, and yet he, a · 
businessman as well as a politician-and 
I like him personally and am sorry he is 
not now present-could not control his 
own State. The Pennsylvania Legisla
ture-! think it is a · Republican legisla
ture, and he may be excused, but. any
way, he has lost his grip on his own legis
lature---says, "No, no; we will not have 
such an unholy bill.'' So the Senator 
from Pennsylvania comes here and says, 
·~we take our appeal to Congress." 

Then we come to Rhode Island. There 
are two Democratic Senators from Rhode 
Island. Rhode Island has rejected this 
program. I understand one of the Sen
ators from Rhode Island is in favor of 
standing by his home people and the 
other Senator is not. I do not know 
about that, but that is my inference. 

Washington State has declined to ap
prove such legislation. If there 1s any 
State in the West that I thought might 
adopt a program of this sort it is the 
State of Washington. Fonner Senator 
Schwellenbach, of that State. has re
cently returned to the city of Washing
ton ahd is now a member of. the Prest-

is really strongly in favor of this bill he 
should have had more in:fiuence at home 
than he did, for the State of Washing
ton declined to have anything to do with 
it. 

West Virginia also refused to approve 
such legislation. 

Then we come to Wisconsin. What 
has become of the Senators from Wis
consin who were present a little while 
ago? Wisconsin is represented by two 
active and able Senators. I do not know 
how they are going to vote on this meas
ure. I ha,ve an idea about it, but if they 
vote in line with the fixed policy of their 
State, as declared by their State legisla
ture, they will vote against this bill. I 
have an idea how the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. WILEY], who has 
just taken his seat, will vote. He has 
never said how he would vote, but he is 
too broad between the eyes to vote for 
this bill. I do not know how he will 
vote. 

Mr. President, that makes a list of 26 
Senators representing States which have 
declared against the passage of this bill, 
or at least have refused to pass a bill 
when it was put up to the State legisla
tures for action. That is a remarkable 
record with respect to legislation such as 
is now before the Senate, and· yet some 
people pretend they cannot understand 
why some of us are fighting it. If they 

- will talk to the people of their States 
who haYe no axes to grind, who have no 
political interest, who are interested in 
the preservation of our institutions, in 
the principle of free enterprise, and who 
are opposed to enlarging and extending 
the bureaus of the Federal Government. 
they will soon find out the will and best 
judgment of the thinking people of this 
country. 

Mr. President, we have all declared 
against the extension of this bureau
cratic form of government. I think the 
leading thinkers on both sides of the 
aisle are in accord with that principle, 
and want to get back as fast as possible 
to local self-government and to respon
sible agencies of government. They 
want to economize in government. They 
have denounced the great, extended, 
·widespread bureaus spreading out over 
the country. Yet there is brought be
fore us now the proposal to build up the 
largest one that has been established in 
this country since the New Deal began, 
and which is sponsored by the New Deal's 
chief advocates. I was a New Deal man 
so long as I thought it was right. I 

· never was a rubber stamp since I have 
been here, as every Member of the Sen
ate knows, but in the main I had great 
sympathy and great fellow-feeling with 
the humane attitude of Mr. Roosevelt 
and with what was generally called the 
New Deal. But I did not shut my eyes 
and take anything that any group 
handed to me or sponsored in the Sen
ate. I tried to ·use my best judgment, 
and I acted as I thought I ought to act, 
whether I was vot!n~ with the majority 

or tl;le minority, for the administration 
or against it. I have had a good many 
:fights here with the President on matters 
relating particularly to agriculture. 

But, now, if Senators will take into 
consideration the real attitude of busi
ness in this country, they will not find 
many businessmen who favor this bill. 
They do not want this bureau estab
lished. They do not want to have all the 
agencies that irresponsible members of 
t4is Commission may want to appoint 
to go into stores, into shops, into offices, 
and into union-labor offices and take 
th.eir papers, search their records-, give 
orders, and say to them, 11If you do not 
do thus and so, we are authorized to take 
such effective action as will enforce the 
policies l~id down by this bill.'' The bill 
would give the Commission unlimited 

·and uncontrolled power to set up all the 
agencies they think might aid them
agencies scattered all over the country
and to fill them with irresponsible agents 
if they should see fit. 

Why should anyone criticize those of 
us who stand here in the hope that we 
can convince some people of the danger 
of this program? In my particular sec
tion of the country we do not have any 
trouble with the Negroes. In my judg
ment, the high-class colored people down 
there do not want this thing. They 
know it will stir up strife. They are get
ting along fine. We have given the 
Negroes just as good schools as we· have 
given the white people. And, as the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. HOEY] 
said yesterday, they receive absolute jus
tice in the- courts. There is no complaint 
about that. They receive employment of 
the class which they themselves know 
they are qualified to accept. Their chil
dren are going to school. I have an idea 
that the attendance of their children in 
school is at a higher rate than that of the 
whites. At any rate, they are very 
arqently pursuing the opportunity to 
educate their children. 

Now what real friend of the Negro 
wants to disturb that situation? Who 
would disturb it unless he did so for a 
selfish political purposei The Negroes 
in the South are not bound down. They 
are not in peonage. Any of them who do 
not like the situation there can get on a 
train. go to some other part of the 
Union, and say uHelp me up; do some
thing for me." They are not seeking that. 
They are getting along as good citizens 
and they say, ~'Let us alone." They are 
really making progress, and every high
class white man in the South knows it. 
.It is disturbing to all of us that the group 
favoring this legislation should undertake 
to bring about strained relations. We 
would rather let the situation alone. We 
are not opposing this bill because of any 
unkind feeling toward the Negro. One 
does not find many people in the South 
who have that sort of feeling. Of course. 
there are some. But the great mass of 
our people want the situation to · go 
along. They are putting up their money 
in the form of taxes to help educate 
colored people, give them good school 
facilities, and ample teachers. We have 
had no complaint. Those who are clam
oring for the quick passage of the bill 
have not had a complaint from those 
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States. We. know in our hearts, and we 
wish we could make others understand 
it, that the passage and administration 
of this bill would create strife, animositY; 
and unkind feelings which do not now 
prevail, and would do the colored people 
harm rather than good. Ask any man 
from the south about it. Politics does 
not enter into the question. 

Mr. President, we believe in a funda~ 
mental form of government. We believe 
in preventing the creation of unnecessary 
bureaus. We believe in protecting the 
right of trial by jury. We believe that 
searches and seizures should be supported 
by the action required by our Ca.nstitu
tion. For all these reasons, while we have 
been able to get only a few Senators to 
listen, we hope that this bill will not be 
permitted to stir the race question from 
center to circumference of this country. 

Mr. McCLELLAN obtained the floor. 
Mr. EASTLAND. I suggest the ab

sence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair recognized the Senator from Ar
kansas. Does the Senator from Arkan
sas yield to the Senator from Mississippi 
for that purpose? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. In just a moment 
I shall be glad to yield. Before yielding, 
I wish to say that personally I have no 
desire to disturb Senators who are oc
cupied with other duties. I shall yield 
for a quorum call if it will not prejudice 
my rights. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield for a ques-
tioo. • 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The question is this: 
Will the Senator yield to the Senator 
from Mississippi for the purpose which 
he has indicated, so that the Senators 
about whom the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. BANKHEAD] has been complaining 
may be present? . 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am glad to y~eld, 
but I wish to have the RECORD show tlfat 
it is not because of any desire on my 
part to disturb Senators who are occupied 
with other duties. I do not know how 
many Senators are in committee, but 
out of deference to the request of the 
able Senator from Mississippi and the 
able Senator from New Mexico, I yield 
for the purpose of a quo:Fum call if it does 
not prejudice my right to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EASTLAND. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. . 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Austin 
Bailey 
13ankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Briggs 
Buck 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capehart 
Capper 
Chavez 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Downey 

Eastland 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Fulbright 
George 
Gerry 
Gossett 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hart 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Hiokenlooper 
Hill 
Hoey 
Huffman 
Johnson, Colo. 

Johnston, S.C. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Lucas 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Magnuson 
May bani~ 
Mead 
Millikin 
Morse 
Murdock 
Murray 
Myers 
O'Dan iel 
Pepper 

Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
~hipstead 
Smith 

Stanfill 
Stewart 
Taft 
Taylor 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Walsh 

Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 
Wilson 
Young 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
EASTLAND in the· chair). Seventy-seven 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President
Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield to me, for the purpose 
of permitting me to introduce a bill and 
to make a few remarks, on the condition 
that he does not lose the floor? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am glad to do so, 
with the understanding that my rights 
are not prejudiced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I wish the Sen.ator 
would postpone that request for a time, 
until later in the day. For the moment 
I shall have to object. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
have been holding up the introduction of 
this bill for a week. We cannot properly 
transact business here when we are not 
permitted to introduce bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ob
jection is heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres
ident, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. For what purpose 
does the Senator request that I yield to 
him? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I wish 
the Senator to yield to me so that I may 
request unanimous consent to introduce 
a bill to govern the effective dates of 
ratings and awards under the Veterans' 
Administration, to revise schedules for 
rating disabilities in 1945, and for other 
purposes. I assure the Senator that I 
shall not attempt to deprive him of the 
:floor, but I have tried to obtain--

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I am con
strained to object. I may as well say 
that I shall object to all similar requests 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ob-
jection is heard. _ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres
ident, will the Senator permit me to say, 
in reply to the objection which has been 
made--

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to yield to any Senator under 
any circumstances or conditions which 
will prejudice my right to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I should 
like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
a question. · , 

Mr; McCLELLAN. I yield for thaf 
purpose, without prejudicing my right to 
the fioor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I should 
· like to ask· the Senator from Arkansas if 
he thinks that the situation justifies a 
refusal to permit Senators to introduce 
bills on the subject of the welfare of 
veterans? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, let 
me say to the distinguished Senator 
from Colorado and to all other Senators 
who are present that' I am ready to yield 

for ~my purpose to expedite the business 
of the Senate, except for the purpose of 
having the Senate proceed to vote on or 
do anything which would prejudice the 
right to have further discussion of the 
principal issue which is before the· Sen
ate at this time. I have not refused to 
yield to any other Senator. I am per
fectly willing to yield EO that my col
leagues may introduce bills, so that com
mittee reports may be filed, so that all 
other things within the rules of the Sen
ate may be done, so long as that will not 
interfere with or prejudice the rigbt to 
continue the discussion of this, the most 
vicious bill which the Senate of the 
United States has ever been called upon 
to consider in the entire history of our 
Nation. I wish to have the RECORD show, 
Mr. President, that it was not the Sen
ator who now has the floor who has 
blocked other proceedings in the Senate. 
I am perfectly willing to yield; I am per
fectly willing to have the Senate proceed 
with anything which is necessary or in
dispensable to the making of progress, 
except to lay aside this measure and pre
vent further discussion of it. 

A moment ago I made g, rather strong 
statement. · Before I proceed with fur
ther discussion of this measure, I wish to 
say to my colleagues who now are present 
and who responded to the quorum call, 
who were not in the chamber at the 
time when the suggestion of the absence 
of a quorum was made, that I yielded in 
order to permit the suggestion of the 
absence of a quorum · only after the able 
junior Senator from Mississippi and the 
able Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], one of the sponsors of the bill, 
urged me to yield for that purpose. I 
have no desjre to have Senators present 
merely to listen to my remarks. I have 
no desire to have a quorum call, and 
thus interfere with the attendance of 
Senators at committee sessions, or other
wise prevent them from attending to 
'duties in connection with their offices. 

Mr. President, I regret the necessity of 
having to discuss this measure, not be
cause I do not wish to have my position 
on it known, for the principal reason 
that I have taken the floor is to state 
my position on it. Mr. President, I do 
not wish to have the RECORD silent; I do 
not wish to have the RECORD of this body 
fail to reflect the views which I hold on 
this question, because I think the time 
.will come, regardless of whether this 
measure is passed, when there will be 
sufficient interest on the part of the peo
ple of the Nation to cause them to look 
inquiringly info this record so that they 
may determine what was the judgment 
and wisdom of the men who represented 
them at this time. 
· Mr. President, we are now making a 

record, setting a precedent, because if 
the proposed legislation is enacted, there 
will be a most· radical departure from 
constitutional government. We are 
asked to enact a measure which would 
commit the most vicious and destructive 
assault on human liberty that ever has 
been made in America. That ·is what 
would be done by .enactment of the bill. 
·It would be done in the name or upon 
the claim of undertaking to protect the 
alleged rights of certain individuals. 
However, Mr. President, the truth about 
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the biii is that it would prGtect no rights. 
~he individuals concerned already have 
their rights under the Constitution. 
l'bis bill would destroy their rights and 
would penalize American citizens and 
put them in the category of criminals, 
after they undertook to. exercise their 
rights. 

Let me say at the beginning of my re
marlcs, Mr. President, that the idea of a 
filibuster, if this be one, is most dis
tasteful to me; it is most dis-pleasing. It 
is indeed regrettable that there should 
arise in the Senate of the United states 
a situation which would requil;e the 
minority to resort to every parliamen
tary procedure permitted by the rules of 
the Se-nate in order to try to prevent the 
passage of a measure which is obnoxious 
to every person who has a fair unde-r
standing of the meaning of freedom and 
liberty. Mr. President, I am willing to 
join my colleagues- who believe, as l dO', 
in undertaking to debate this meas-ure ai 
some length and for some time in the 
hope- that b-y so doing t:he- .Ameriean peo-
ple-not the people- in my state, fOT I 
a~ not worried about their vie-ws; I 
know what they are-but all the people 
af America, all the- good citizens of this 
country, all thos-e who- love- libe-rfiy, all 
there who have bee-n willing to fight and 
to die in orde-r that Ame-rica may be pre
served, will ta-ke the time and interest to 
look beyond the title of this bill and to 
learn what the bill really would dO'. 

The title of the bill is quite attractiVe, 
and it bas- a strong- appeal. The bill is 
labeled a fair employment p-ractice bi.JI. 
That title is deceptive, Mr. President-. 
The- bill would ncl' promote fair-employ
ment practices. I do nut hesi-tate to say 
that e-very Member of the Senate favors 
fair-emplOyment practices~ r assert 
that no good citizen- would say tha.t he 
did net favor 1air-emplo:vnient practices, 
and no good citizen would necessarily 
engage in what might justly be termed 
unfair-employment! praGtices. 
· MP. President, I feel that any Senator 
who has taken his oath to defend the 
Constitution of the United States is 
fuMy justified in resorting ta every legiti
mate means, and every parliamentary 
advantage which the mles permit if, by 
engaging in that kind of procedure, he is 
abie-to save the Constitution and protect 
human liberty. Therefore, I now par
ticipate in the proceedings, · and shall 
continue to discuss the pending measure 
without apology, because I am convinced 
that in so doing I am rendeting a. service 
to my country and protecting the liberty 
which is guaranteed under the Constitu
tion tO' the citizenship- of this Nation. 

Mr; President, why do I make that 
statement? This b-ill proposes to regu
late the employment of individuals. 
The bill undertakes to state that it is 
predicated on the right of a man to seek 
a job, and to have- a job', irrespective of 
his race, creed, color, national origin, or 
ancestry. Mr. President, jobs stem from 
only three sources. The first seuree is 
the- government, which may employ pri
vate- service. By "government'' I refe-r 
to all pubM.c agen-cies, whether they be 
Pederal, State, municipal, county, or 
otherwis-e. The next source is man's 
own ingenuity and creation. Every 

-man has the- right- to create a job- :for 

himself and to eng.age in any enterprise 
which he may choose-. He has a right 
to be a lawyer, a doctor, a merchant, or 
a farmer. He has also the right to work 
in a factory~ lie is. not necessarily com-· 
pelled to chaose to be an employee. In 
America he has the right to create his 
own job and to pursue whatever enter
prise he may choose. Does any Senator 
contend that that right is denied to peo
ple irlJ America of every race., every creed, 
and e-very color? There is no discrimi
nation in that regard. A man has such 
a right, whether he be a Catholic, a Jew, 
a gentile, black, wllite, striped, or yellow. 
He may enter. into hus-iness. for himself.. 
He- may become a laWYer, a doctor, a 
farmer, or be may engage in the- mer
cantile bus-iness. He has every oppor
tunity ta ereate a job or a business tor 
himself if he posssesses sufficient in
genuity and talent and is willing to ex
pend the necessary energy. 

The on!y other source from which j-obs 
come is.- the ingenuity~ the creative wilt 
and labor of some person, or the capital 
which some person is enabled to invest 
in an enterprise, and the risk whi:cll 
that person may be. willing to assume 
in establishing a business and providing 
jobs for o.thers. It is there-, Mr. Pres-i
Elent,. that the discrimination in this bill 
lies-r Instead of protecting the tights 
which peo.ple. already have,. this bili streps 
over the line and says to the man who 
has exercised hi-s talents, his. energy, his 
creative will. and has invested his capital 
in an enterprise which will provide jobs, 
"You may create this business, you ma:y 
take. the risk"s in cennee-ti.on with it, you 
may build this institution, but you may 
Bot ~ontral it. We will take a.way from 
you the liberty whiCh you have he-reto
fore known in free Ame:rica. We sa~ 
that you may create jobs, but we- rrow 
tell you that you will not be permitted 
to select persons of your own race to 
WOl'k with you. You will not be permit
ted to select persons of your own faith 
to work with you. You. will not be per
mitted to exercise the right of choice>, 
the right of judgment, the right of deci
sion, or the right in any way to choose 
any pe-vson in whom you wish to place 
confidence and trust.·~ 

Mr. President, this bill provides that it 
sl)all apply to any employeF having in 
his emplo-y six or more persons. That 
means- nothing at alf because once the 
bill has been enacted into law the next 
step will be a ref}uest to lower the mini
mum number of empl'o.yees. I see no 
reas-on whatever for placing such a limi
tation in the bill. If there are practices 
of discrimination which jus-tify the pas
sage of the bill, the man who works in 
a pface of employment whe-re there are 
emproyed only five persons is just as 
much entitled to protection as- is the man 
wb.o is employed in a factO:l'y where 
there are five thous-and people employed'. 
There is no justification for limiting the 
application of the bill to an employer 
having in his employ six or more persons, 
However, Mr. President, we are asked to 
take a way the rfght of such employer to 
select the person with whom he wishes 
to work, or the person in whom he wis-hes 
to pl-ace special confidence and trust. 
We are propos-ing to take such liberty 
away from him. For e-xample, Mr •. 

President, if I am the owner of a business 
and I decide that I wish tu employ a 
confidential cferlt, secretary, an expert 
accountant, or some other person in 
whom I wish to p-lace my trust and con
fidence, and ar Negro should apply to me 
for that job~ regardless of whether he 
happened to be a citizen of my State, or 
as I interpret the bill, a citizen of the 
United' States, and I did not give him the 
job, I would b'e viofating the terms of this 
bill. That person could even come from · 
Africa and apply for the job. For exam
ple, I say to that person, "No; I do not 
want you." He says, "I am cornoetent. 
Here is my degree from college. Here is 
the record of e-xperience that I have had 
for many years in other enterprises, and 
I submit to you, s-ir, that I am Gompe
tent.,. If I tell him the truth-that I 
do not want tO' employ him J:>ecause I 
prefer to employ some one of my own 
race in whom I have confidence, under 
this bill, and after having Jived under a 
liberty whic'h has always been mine un
de.r the Constitution of America, I be
come a potentfal criminal in the sight 
of the law. 

The only way I could escape punish
ment, the only way I could keep out of 
jail, if I told tne honest tFuth, if I simply 
toid what I have reiated, woufd be by 
letting the Commiss-ion which is pro
pos-ed to be set up iss-ue its order, telling 
me the other man applied firs-t, or that 
the other man had equar qualifications., 
and they would say, "You were truthful 
enough or honest enough tO> tell the 
truth." Whether I admitted it or not, 
they probably would knew it on s-us-pi
cion, and in my ease the sus-picion would 
be well justified. The- oniy way I . could 
escape would be, whe-n the order or di
rective• wns issued, to discharge the man 
I employed and let a board in Washing
ton, D. C., who :know nothing about local 
conditions, who have no right under free 
and constitutional gevernment to te-ll me 
that I must surrender my liberty, tell me 
who I must employ. But I would have 
to obey the order. If I did not ooey it, 
I would go to jail. 

Mr. President, that is- a rrew type of 
liberty, that is a di1'ferent brand of free-
d'Om from any ever referred to in the 
Constitution of the United state&. Under 

· the guise of fail!Jress, unde-r the- guise- of 
trying to prevent drs-crimination, as is 
sa-fd, under the very guis-e of upholding 
human liberty, liberty would be de
stroyed. 

Mr. Pl"es-icfent, there are many who 
want to make this ccuntry over. AmeT
ica is not any longer good enough for 
them. Everything is wrong with it. 
They look across the sea and find some 
ccuntries over the-re to which they point 
with sueh pride- that we never hear them 
critieize the-m. The-y want now to dis
card and abandon and repudiate and 
make- criminal the freedom which built 
America. They want to look to ideol
OJies from across. the seas. 

Let me say thi'S to them, "My friends, 
America today is what she is, America 
has been the- mighty power which re
deemed the world, which libe-rated coun
tries mueh ofder than ours-, because their 
systems do not produce.'' It is not pos-
sible- to shackle man, to put him in the 
chain-s of a Federal bure-au, to regulate 
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his life by totalitarianism, and get prog
ress and get production. Human prog
ress never came that way, and it never 
will. 

Let me state what may follow in Amer
ica as a result of such foolish proposals 
as that before us, with people disregard
ing the Constitution, disregarding the 
very basis of liberty which made this 
country what it is. Let me tell what 
may happen. We may soon lose the 
character which has sustained America 
and which built it. 

Mr. President, I had the opportunity 
and the privilege last spring, shortly 
aHer VE-day, along with some of my 
colleagues, to visit the war-torn areas of 
Europe. I went into a number of coun
tries in Europe, and I shall never forget 
what I saw there. I had not been on 
European soil 24 hours before there came 
to me a sparkling revelation. I had al
ways heard of the great character o~ the 
people of a certain nation. I had never 
been across the ocean before. I had 
looked forward to going over there and 
seeing, as I thought I would, a strong 
people who had ideals, who believed in 
something worth fighting for. Instead, 
Mr. President, less than 24 hours after 
I had been there I said, "The people have 
no longer any national character, the 
spirit of the people is dead." It was 
pathetic, it was pitiful. They probably 
would prefer liberty, but the impression 
I got-and I do not think I am wrong, 
because I think the record of the war 
gives some indication, at least, some 
~cintilla of evidence, that possibly my 
judgment is correct about it-was that 
they would be willing to have liberty and 
democracy, but they did not have the 
spirit America had. In my judgment, 
they did not have the spirit our other 
allies had, to make the sacrifice, to fight 
for liberty. They would not fight very 
hard for it now. 

Mr. President, that is what will hap
pen to this country if men's individual 
rights are taken away from them, if we 
destroy, the incenti:ve . which has always 
existed in the United States. If I go out 
and produce goods and services, what
ever they may be, having market value, 
I have the incentive or the possibility of · 
some reward, some profit. The profit 
motive enters in, and when we take that 
out, our country will suffer. 

I have said there are only three kinds 
of jobs, jobs men create for themselves, 
jobs other men create and make avail· 
able to their fellowmen, and jobs which 
government provides. Whenever we 
pass laws striking down the incentive 
of the individual citizen to enter into 
enterprise and industry that is calcu
lated to make jobs, whenever we strike 
that down to a point where a man will 
no longer have his freedom, where ·he 
can no longer exercise his judgment and 
individual will as to what is best for him 
to do-whenever we strike that down, 
we are retarding progress, we are de
stroying jobs, we are doing this Nation 
great harm. 

There is only one other alternative. 
Whenever men will not venture to start 
new enterprises and expand and operate 
old ones because the risk is too great, be· 
cause they cannot make the chpice, be
cause the Congress of the United States 

has taken away from them the liberty 
and right which are inherent in them 
under the Constitution, has taken it 
away from them and placed it in a board 

. in Washington, I do not care what the 
virtue and character of the men may be, 
how honorable they may be, how sincere 
their purpose, how high their motives, 
when \\Te strike that incentive down in 
an individual and place the authority in 
a board here in Washington, then we are 
destroying free enterprise, and when we 
destroy free enterprise, as I said a mo
ment ago, there is only one other alter
native for jobs, and that is for everyone 
to work for the state, and everyone then 
will become an employee of the state. 

Does anyone think there could be a 
strike against the state? How long would 
one last? Any time the state is furnish
ing the jobs for all the people, as they 
are in other countries, there is no strike, 
not even one, not even the slightest 
threat of a strike. I think they have 
machines in those countries by which 
they could detect the threat of a strike. 
They would give a man only one strike. 
He would not get three strikes. Is that 
what is wanted in America? We had 
better stop this tomfoolishness. We had 
better not toy with it. It is fire, and we 
are going to get burned if we fool with it. 

Mr. President, let me say something 
further in this connection. Make cer
tain of this: The laws of retribution man 
cannot repeal. America has been great 
because it provided to the individual the 
greatest majesty and liberty ever known 
to mankind. Is there any desire to strike 
that down? That liberty cannot be re:. 
tained by the constant passing of laws 
and more laws and more laws, for more 
regulation and more control, and more 
elimination of the individual will. That 
cannot succeed. Retribution will come. 
It can be postponed for a little while, but 
it will strike, and it will strike certainly, 
and then it will be too late. Liberty will 
be gone. · 
. How long would it take to regain lib
.erty? I do not know: Perhaps it could 
never be regained. · America must keep 
her character strong, and her character 
will be no stronger than her will and pur
pose and desire to retain human liberty. 
It will never exceed it. The two go hand 
in hand. If we are not willing to fight to 
retain it, if we are not willing to face the 
threats, if there are any, we cannot suc
ceed. There are not any threats in my 
State. There will not be a handful from 
there, in my opinion. I sympathize with 
other Senators. I heard our majority 

·leader say that he is getting letters from 
his State threatening him. I compliment 
him for his courage. He said he would 
not yield to them, said he was going to do 
what his convictions told him was right. 

Mr. President, that is the kind of cour
age required to retain liberty. The price 
of liberty is eternal vigilance. I do not 
have any problem like that. If I did 
have, I would do just what the Senator 
from Kentucky is doing. I am glad to 
know my people are with me on this 
issue. But let me say, Mr. President, 
that I would not be surprised if many 
Senators are not receiving protests. I 
do not say threats, but I say protests. 

Mr. President, I should not be sur
prised if many Senators were receiving 

protests-! do not say "threats," but I 
say "protests." The Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. BARKLEY] used the word 
"threats."_ But even if a letter threatens 
political reprisals, it is a protest as well • 
I shall not be surprised, Mr. President, 
if, as this debate continues, and as we 
take up this measure section by section 
and point out to the American people the 
inherent viciousness of it, the people back 
home, who are listening in, who are read
ing the REcoRD and the newspapers, and 
who are studying the question begin to 
write to their Senators protesting this 
character of legislation. 
. Certainly the bill up to now has had 
an advantage because of the label on it, 
but one might as well label strychnine 
"honey" and prescribe it as such, and a-s 
being as wholesale, as to label this bill 
a "fair employment practice bill." The 
results which will come from its enact
ment into law will, in my judgment, be 
just as harmful. 

Mr. President, I expect to discuss the 
bili section by section. I want the REc
ORD to show for all time that I ha.ve tried 
in my feeble way, as a humble servant 
of the people of my State, to warn my 
colleagues and the people of the country 
of the great risk, of the great danger, to 
our Constitution and to human liberty 
that now exist and the great tragedy that 
would result from enactment in law of 
this bill. · 

Mr. President, in connection with my 
discussion of this measure I want to make 
this statement. Of course the race issue 
is involved in it because of the very terms 
of the bill. The race issue is inescapable. 
But, Mr. President, aside from the race 
issue or the race problem which the bill 
raises, if there were not a black man in 
America, if they were all still in Africa, 
.this bill is fundamentally wrong because 
it establishes•by law, in violation of the 
Constitution, the right in the Congress 
of the United States to delegate power 
to a boMd to regulate the most intimate 
of a man's relations next to those be .. 
.tween him and his church and his family. 
The Constitution guarantees to the indi· 
vidual the right to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness, and in the pursuit 
of happiness or in the exercise of his lib
erty he can engage in any enterprise he 
desires so long as that enterprise or so 
long as the pleasure which he seeks for 
himself and acquires for himself doe . not 
interfere with his neighbor exercising 
identically the same right that he takes 
unto himself. 

Mr. President, as I discuss the bill and 
express my views on it, I accord to the 
sponsors of the bill and to anyone who 
may vote for it every measure of sin· 
cerity and purpose to serve their country 
in seeking its enactment, that I claim for 
myself in doing everything in my power 
to prevent its enactment. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the 
idea of this bill was ever conceived origi
nally by a United States Senator. I 
think its conception came from other 
sources. I do not think a United States 
Senator· ever conceived it. As I recall, 
no such bill as this W!M introduced until 
after the President had created the first 
committee knows as the President's Fair 
·Employment Practice Committee. After 
that many people got ideas, including 
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Senators and Representatives, and pas.:. 
sibly this measure might be a great ges
ture. Some of those who conceived it 
may have been sincere. I ascribe sin
cerity to all of them. I do not say that 
anyone connected with it was insincere. 
.The bill has an appeal which might de
ceive the most elect. Unless a man is on 
his guard, labels and trade names and 
catch-phrases can be used in such a way 
as to deceive him, so he would be willing 
to accept and spop.sor something which 
he would not tolerate if he knew in ad
vance what its consequences would be. 

Mr. President, one of the newspapers 
of my State asked me to make a brief 
statement regarding this legislation for 
release in next Sunday's press, so I have 
prepared a brief statement which I now 
wish to place in the RECORD~ It is as 
follows: 

The pending so-called and misnamed fair 
employment practice bill is a vicious legisla
tive monstrosity, conceived in the iniquity 
of political hypocrisy. Its enactment would 
constitute a devastating assault against hu
man liberty. While it professes to safe
gua rd and enforce alle~e<l rights or some 
minority groups and individuals, it under
takes to achieve this by denying to employ
ers the right of choice, decision, and judg
ment as to whom they may employ, whom 
they may discharge, whom the)l. may pro
mote, and whom they may select to serve 
them in positions of trust and responsibility. 

Mr. President, before I conclude I shall 
discuss what passage of this measure 
actually would result in, the great power 
that it gives, exceeding anY power ever 
delegated before in the history of this 
country to any board, to any agency. 
We have condemned bureaus and bu
reaucracy, but this bill, Mr. President, 
would set up a supergovernment with 
powers exceeding any powers vested in 
the President of the United States under 
the Constitution, with powers exceeding 
any powers that the States and the 
people have ever delegated to the legisla
tive body, the Congress of the United 
States, with powers that supersede the 
powers of the courts of the land. 

I continue to read the statement:· 
The· measure sets up and establishes a 

board, a superbureaucratic agency, and vests 
it with powers of totalitarian rule over the 
business and economic life of the Nation
powers that would even permit this board to 
issue m~ndatory orders to the President of 
the United St ates; orders which the Presi
dent would be compelled to obey and en
force. -u the President failed or refused, such 
malfeasance in office would possibly, under 
the terms of the bill, justify his impeachment 
and removal from office. 

0 Mr. President, we are going far. 
The American people need to be informed 

on this legislation and its inevitable conse
quences if it should become a law. The de
struction of liberty that would follow in the 
wake of its enactment and enforcement fully 
justifies those of us in the Senate who recog
nize this danger in doing everything in our 
power, in making use and taking advantage of 
every parliamentary situation that may be
come available to us to prevent the passage 
of this bill. For that reason, I shall, along 
with a number of other Senato:rs, continue 
to oppose and talk against it. 

Yes, Mr. President, the American peo
ple need to be informed, and it is most 
grat~fying to me that as this debate has 
progressed it has become evident that the 

people have be-come informed regarding 
the dangers of this legislation. That is 
gratifying to me, even tho-ugh we must 
labor under the burden and under the 
stigma of conducting a filibuster. 

Mr. President, when the present occu
pant of the Chair, the distinguished jun
ior Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL] 
today engaged in a colloquy with the very 
abie Senator from New Mexic·o [Mr. 
CHAVEZJ, one of the chief sponsors of this 
bill, the Senator from New Mexico ad
mitted, that there had been disclosed to 
him by reason of the argument made 
here in the debate that has been con
duucted for these four or five days, that 
the bill contains defects, that it needs 
amendment, that it ought to be revised, 
I was most gratified. The same thing oc
curred again on the :floor of the Senate 
this . afternoon. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MoRSE], who is so enthu
siastically in favor of the measure that 
he wants to have cots placed in the lobby 
so 49 Senators may stay here all night, 
and who perhaps· wants to feed them 
sweet milk with a spoon, who wants to 
keep thezn here so he will hold a quorum 
present to compel continuous debate by 
those of us who oppose this legislation, in 
an effort to try to save human libertY
! heard the Senator from Oregon say, 
uoh, yes; we have to amend the bill." 
How much more, Mr. President, will Sen
ators be enlightened if they only remain 
in the Senate and listen to the debate. 
This measure needs exposition from now 
until the time when Senators who spon
sor it become .fully enlightened. I hope it 
will not take long; but whatever time it 
takes, Mr. President, · I feel that it is a 
part of my duty and responsibility to my 
country-and I know that many other 
Senators share the feeling-to try to en
lighten by colleagues. If I fail, I have 
but one other recourse, and that is to try 
to prevent them, in their inability and 
lack of foresight as to what they are 
about to do, from crucifying the liberty 
and freedom which make men majestic 
in America. I shall continue with that 
thought in mind. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, Will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Rus
SEL in the Chair). Does the Senator 
from Arkansas yield to the Senator from 
South Carolina? · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield to my able 
~.olleague for a question, Mr. President. 
I am not yielding the :floor. 

Mr. MA YBANK. My purpose is to ask 
the Senator a question. He is making a 
great legal argument. Is it not a fact 
that a large number of cotton farmers 
in the South and a large number of 
laborers in the South are of the colored 
race? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The Senator. is 
correct. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Is it not a fact that 
in figuring the parity price of cotton 
from time to time the cost of labor has 
been denied the southern farmer? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. There is no ques
tion about it. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I do not know what 
tbe situation 1s 1n the Senator's State, 

but in most Southern States the ma
jority of laborers are of the colored race. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is correct. 
Mr. MAYBANK. Is it not a fact that 

the majority of the colored people who 
own property own farms, and work their 
own farms? Certainly that is true in 
South Carolina. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is true. 
Mr. MAYBANK. Is it not a fact that 

recently the OPA desired to place a ceil
ing price on cotton of 24 cents as of next 
year? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. The Senator is 
correct. Let me say to my friend that 
many of those in Government bureaus 
and agencies are clamoring for the pas
age of this bill. As the Senator · has 
pointed out, through the OPA and by 
many other means they are absolutely 
undertaking to hold the South in a posi
tion of discrimination. When I say the 
South, I mean both black and white 
alike. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I thank the Sena
tor. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I point out to the 
Senator, as the Senator well knows, that 
for many years the South has been op
pressed because of unfair, unjust, and 
discriminatory freight rates, which make 
it impossible for us to ship what we pro
duce a-cross the country on a basis com
parable to that enjoyed by other sec-
tions of the country. · 

Mr. MAYBANK. Does not the Sena
tor agree that in the South, as well as in 
the Southwest, discrimination in freight 
rates, discrimination in the price of cot
ton, and discrimination in considering 
the cost of labor in producing farni com
modities affects not only the minority 
groups, as they are called, but all the 
people of that region? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Absolutely. When 
the proponents of the bill offer a little 
measure such as this-little in the fact 
that it hunts out little things to try to 
correct, insignificant things as compared 
with other conditions which ought to be 
corrected-they are simply straining at 
a gnat and' swallowing a camel. They 
seek to correct little things, but the power 
which it is proposed to use is tremen
dous. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield to the Sen
ator for a question, without prejudice 
to my right to the :floor. 

Mr. MA YBANK. Is not the pre
ponderance of the popuJation of the 
South engaged either · directly or indi
rectly in agricultm•e? -

Mr. McCLELLAN. The Senator is 
correct. There is no question that if 
the shackles of discriminatory freight 
rates were removed from the South, the 
South could become the greatest section 
in this Nation or in the whole ·world. 
We have been made the victims of prej
udice, abuse·, and slander, and of meas
ures which undertake to retard our peo
ple and deny us the opportunity for 
equality in our economic system. If the 
Congress wishes to do something for the 
colored people in the South, let it remove 
the discriminatory freight rates and give 
us our economic freedom. We will take 
care of our problems. We have no race 
problem in the south. 
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. Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Just a ,moment, 

and then I will yield. 
There is no race problem in my State. 

The only race problem down there is in 
the minds of people in other sections of 
the country who do not know a thing 
about it. It is imaginary. We get along 
fine. The bill refers to "domestic strife 
and unrest." Such strife and unrest go 
not exist, but the way to create them is 
by the left-handed means of ignoring 
the Constitution and im·agining that the 
South is a stepchild which needs to be 
reformed. The South does not need to 
be reformed. Take the economic chains 
off us and turn us loose, and we wlll be 
there at the finish of the race. 
· Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield to the Sen

ator from New Mexico for a question. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. If the Senator will in

dulge me very briefly, ·I agree with the 
many things which the Senator has 
stated. I agree with his statement as 
to discrimination in freight rates; and I 
will join the Senator from Arkansas; any 
time he is ready, in an effort to relieve 
that situation. I know that economic 
discrimination exists against the South 
and the Southwest. But, Mr. President. 
there is another discrimination against · 
the South. ": refer to political discrimi
nation by our own party, the party of 
the Senator from Arkansas, and the Sen
ator from New Mexico. One needs only 
to attend a national Democratic con
vention and dar-e to present the name of 
a good man from the South for Presi
dent, to see how far he will get if he 
comes from below the Mason and Dixon's 
line. I know that the South has many 
men who could be fine Presidents of the 
United States if th.ey were nominated by 
the Democratic Party. The Senator 
from Ar1:ansas knows that that condition 
exists. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I thank the Sena
tor from New Mexico. Let me say to him 
that I know that the condition to which 
he refers exists. As soon as those who 
are dominating the politics of this · 
country and who entertain that sort of 
prejudice against the South learn that 
many people in New Mexico came orig
inally from Arkansas and other places in 
the South, I doubt if a man from New 
Mexico will have a chance, unless this 
prejudice can be removed. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I know he will not. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. It ought to be re

moved. While we are on the subject, I 
wish to make some comment on it. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. Preside.nt, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield to the able 
Senator from South Carolina for a ques
tion. 
. Mr. MAYBANK. I ask the Senator 

from Arkansas if it is not a fact that the 
records show that the lowest per capita 
income of American citizens . today is 
that of the American farmer as a group. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; we all know 
that. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Is it not a fact that 
most of the colored people in the South 
who own their own businesses, or are 
working for themselves, are farmers? 

· Mr. McCLELLAN. The Senator is cor
rect. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Would it not be bet
ter for the· Congress of the United States 
to appropriate sufficient funds, or to 
discuss a method for the relief of the 
farmer, rather than to discuss the merits 
or demerits of this bill, i: the bill should 
come before us for discussion other than 
through amendments to the Journal? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have already 
stated that I believe this is the most 
vicious and pernicious legislation that 
has ever been presented in this body. I 
should like to use stronger terms. Cer
tainly there is not a bill on the calendar, 
not a bill in committee, and not a bill 
which has been introduced which I would 
not rather see enacted than this measure. 

On the question of prejudice, inasmuch 
as the racial issue is inevitably involved 
in the discussion of this measure, I wish 
to disclaim any prejudice against the 
Negro race. I have lived in the South 
all my life. My people never owned 
slaves, so far as I know. Back through 
the history of my family my people were 
tenant farmers until my father became 
a country school teacher. He went to 
school after he became 17 years of age, 
until he was able, by working during the 
day and studying at night, going to 
school 2 or 3 months out of the year 
when he could atiord to do so, to obtain 
what is known as a second-grade school- . 
teacher's license. Later he obtained a 
:first-grade license, because he continued 
to apply himself. 
. When I was 12 years old he became a 

country lawyer. We did not own any 
land until after he becam·e a country 
lawyer. So far as I know, no. one in the 
family owned any land. 

So, Mr. President, I do not feel any 
prejudice against the Negro race. I 
have known their problems, and I have 
known the relationship which has existed 
during all these years between the 
Negroes and the whites in my State. I 
have never had any personal difficulty or 
quarrel with members of the Negro race. 
I have never had litigation with them. 
After I became a lawyer I defended many 
of them, under circumstances in which 
I incurred the ill will and risked the 
threats of white men of means. But I 
defended them without charge. I re
call so well many cases of that sort. 
. Mr. President, I do not wish to see the 

Negroes oppressed. What I do want is 
segregation of . the races. We in the 
South do not wish to have social equal
ity between all races, so that we would 
be compelled to surrender our right un
der the Constitution to associate with 
those of our own race if we choose to do 
so. We do not wish to have that barrier 
stricken down. We do not wish ever to 
see the amalgamation of the black and 
white races occur. ·we shall guard 
against that, Mr. President; we shall 
protect the integrity of our race all we 
can. There is no prejudice against the 
Negroes. We want them to prosper. We 
want them to have jobs. So far as I 
know, in the South the Negroes have 
every opportunity which anyone else 
has. :.:lome persons say, "Well, you in · 
the South do not make one of them.your 
ctcnfidential secretary.'' No, Mr . . Presi-· _ 
dent; we do not. · we· are not going to 

make them our confidential secretaries 
up here, either, if we can help it. Let 
~e say to the Senators who are spon-

, soring this bill, let me say to those who 
&aY they have committed themselves to 
favor it, that they are rather late. about 
beginning to practice what the; preach. 
If I believed in it as they say they do, I 
would employ a Negro in my office, even 
if it was the last thing I did. I would 
get one there before I came -to the Sen
ate Cha;mber; I would not even answer a 
roll call here until I employed a Negro 
to work in my office, if I believed in 
doing what the sponsors of the bill ad
vocate. But I am not going to practice 
that. 

Mr. President, the religious issue also 
is mentioned in connection with the bill, 
for it refers to race, creed, color, or re
ligion. Mr. President, I am a Baptist. 
I am one of the real Baptists; I am the 
sort of Baptist who believes that once 
you hook your caboose onto the Lord's 
heavenly train it stays there. Do you 
know what I mean? I believe that the 
Lord saves you only once, and that if He 
saves you He does a complete job of it. 
That is the sort of Baptist I am. That 
sort of doctrine is adhered to by a re
ligious group or sect of people · among 
whom some persons who are prejudiced 
against other religious denominations 
are sometimes to be found. Therefore, 
Mr. President, some persons might as
sume that I would be prejudiced against 
Catholics. But . that is n'ot true; I am 
not prejudiced against Catholics. In 
1939 I was invited to join one of the old
est, longest-established law firms in the 
southern part of Arkansas. I joined that 
firm. I joined it knowing that every 
member of it was a devout Catholic. I 
found my relationship with them fine. 
I enjoyed it. I never had a finer rela
tionship with any of my fellow men. Mr. 
President, I am just as tolerant as any
one. I joined that firm in spite of the 
fact th.at it might have been said that 
by so doing I would be jeopardizing my 
chances for election if I ever ran for 
office again. I am not afraid of that. As 
long ·as we do right, Mr. President, we 
had better accept defeat rather than sac
rifice our convictions. Mr. President, 
during the war, when our boys were over
seas fighting and dying for this country, 
I thought that any Senator who would 
stop following the dictates of his con
science or would let the threat of politi
cal defeat influence his vote or deter him 
from doing his duty would not be worthy 
of his office. What of it if I lose in a 
political campaign, Mr. President? Ah! 
If I .have stood for the right, I need have 
no fear, for then I shall have performed 
the service I owe to my fellow man, to 
my God, and to my country. When we. 
do that, what can others do to us? Our 
boys died to preserve that right, and no 
threat of defeat in a campaign will deter 
me from it. 

No, Mr. President, I have no prejudice 
against anyone's religion. I accord to 
everyone the right to believe whatever 
he chooses. I accord to everyone the 
right to disbelieve anything in which I 
believe. I can be tolerant. I condemn 
no one for any religious view he may 
have~ 1 do not even condemn the people 
Qf whom we have read who believe that 
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they ought to play ·with snakes. I do not 
want to play with snakes; you will not 
catch me touching one. If they can play 
with a snake and get to heaven by twist
ing one around the neck, God bless them; 
let them go. They ·will not have any 
interference from me. 

No, Mr. President; I am not prejudiced. 
. Many people are prejudiced against Jews. 

I cannot say that I am. I have never 
had a quarrel or any difficulty with a 
Jew or with anyone of the Jewish race. 
I do know and I do recall with great 
satisfaction and much gratification two 
Jews who. befriended me, who did for 
me as much as my own father could have 
done, and I will ever be grateful and in
debted to them and I will revere their 
memory as long as I live. One of them 
has passed on to his reward. I shall 
never forget them. My association with 
both of them occurred in the period · 
when I returned from the First World. 
War, after I was discharged from the 
Army. At that time I was broke. I had 
been in the hospital for 4 months. I 
came out of the Army walking with a 
cane. It took me some time to become 
readjusted. I had no assets. I was only 
23 years old, and all on earth I had that 
was worth anything to me at that time 
was a license to practice law._ . I had 
many debts and many liabilities; I was 
in that embarrassing · situ'ation. My 
friends, it was a Jew, and the only Jew 
in my little hoine ·town, who was thi 
first person who, knowing my position, 
came to me and offered me his confi
dence and his faith. He said to me, 
'.'Come into my store and select from my 
stock the best I have. I believe in you 
and I know your situation is temporary." 
Ah, Mr. President! · There is no preju
dice in my heart· against a Jew. 

Six months later I went to the county 
seat of an adjoining county and started 
to practice law. I had to buy a law 
library on credit. Ah, Mr. President! 
Again it was a Jew who offered me the 
most assistance, the most' counsel, who 
almost took me into his arms and helped 
me, a young man, to get a start. So, 
Mr. President, there is no prejudice in 
my heart against any man. 

But I do have pride in my own race 
and I do have a choice in my soul as to 
those with · whom I associate, arid when 
and where and under what circum
stances and in what relationships. I do 
not wish to have it destroyed by the 
<Congress of the United States, ·and I do 
not wish to have it destroyed by the ar
bitrary rulings of some bureaucratic 
group the Congress might create. • That 
is why I am standing here today. I do 
not believe the American people want it 
destroyed. I am not talking for myself 
personally, although I am willing to do 
so. No, Mr. Presidel,lt; I have no preju
dice against the Negro race, against the 
Jews, against the Catholics, against any
one els~. I accord to them every right 
which I take for myself. If they have a 
church or a society 'or an industry in 
which they wish to have only ,persons of 
their own race or faith, I would not in-· 
terfere by_. askirig for employment there; 
and I would not expect it. Every Ameri
can .wishes to be free to have that right. 
If we destroy that right we destroy the 
liberty which has made America great. 

XCII--22 

· Mr. President, I wish .to· say something 
else for the RECORD. I do not like to· re
fer to this, but I would not want by my 
silence to permit the RECORD to stand in 
such a way that there could be any pos
sibility that in the future, whether in the 
immediate future or in the years to come, 
someone who read the RECORD made here 
by one of my colleagues the other day 
could gain the impression that there 
were other Members of the Senate, or at 
least the Senator from Arkansas, who 
subscribed to any idea similar to the one 
which then was expressed; in other 
words, Mr. President, I do not wish to 
live surrounded by neighbors who are 

· Negroes. I do not want to be required to 
live in the same apartment house with 
Negroes. I do not wish to buy a home 
in a Negro district and take my wife and 
children to live there. If that is preju
dice, I am prejudiced. I want to be free 
to exercise my choice as an American. 
If I wished to live in a Negro district, I 
maintain that the Congress would have 
no right to prevent me from doing so. 
If I do not wish to live in a Negro dis
trict, I maintain t!:;.at the Congress has 
no right to require me to live in one. 
The Congress has no power under the 
Constitution to compel me to live where 
I do not wish to live. That is true with 
reference to my work. I have created it. 
if I can f.urnish employment to a person 
I have created · something. He has no 
inherent right or interest in what I have 
created. I have the control of it as long 
as I am a freeman. I have a right to dis
criminate. Mr. President, when I use the 
word "discriminate" I mean to use it in 
the sense that it is used by most men, 
namely, a discriminative mind, a creative 
mind. Men who do not discriminate, 
men who are indiscriminate, men who do 
not have ambition and are indifferent, 
make no contribution to the world. . They 
never create jobs. If I create a job by 
my work, industry, ingenuity, · invest
ment of my savings or capital, and as
sumption of the risk of making a profit 
or a loss, I have the right to say who shall 
stand in an employee relationship to me 
and help me in the pursuit of my liberty,· 
help me in expanding the business, and 
help me in creating other jobs which will 
be a blessing to humanity. 

Mr. President, I am not prejudiced, 
but I want my freedom. I want to retain 
it. · We shall not bP. retaining freedom· 
in America by establishing such an 
agency as is provided for by the pend
ing bill. If such a bill is ever passed we 
will rue the day on which such a vicious 
bill was given our approval. 
. Mr. President, before I conclude my 

remarks I wish to discuss the bill section 
by section. I have covered many of the 
general aspects of it, but I wish to read 
it. I wish to point out what the bill will 
permit being done. Then I shall show 
that no man . can correctly deny that the 
bill is destructive of liberty. 

Before finishing I intend to advert to 
the remarks which I made in connection 
with the consideration of one of the ap
propriation bills which was before the 
Senate in June 1944. At that time we 
were considering appropriations for war 
agencies. As I now recall, in the bill 
which was then under consideration there 
was contained a $500,000 appropriation 

item for the operation of the present 
Committee on Fair Employment Prac
tice. Before I conclude, I expect to read 
excerpts from my remarks because I then 
gave the warning that if we approved the 
requested appropriation the time would 
come when we would be in the same sit
uation which, the Congress today faces, 
namely, that we would have to fight with 
all our strength and might in preserving 
the Constitution and the· liberty of the 
people. After a bill of the character of 
the one now pending is passed and en
acted into law it is only a step before 
all our liberties will be stricken down. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
, Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to be excused from 
attending the session of the Sena'te next 
Friday afternoon. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, leave is granted. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I 
do not wish to longer keep my colleagues 
here in the Senate. I can continue in
definitely if the Senate desires me to 
do so. 
· Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, no 

Senator has a higher regard for the Sen
ator from Arkansas than have I. I am 
glad to listen to him. I wish the Mem
bers of the Senate to know that I have 
taken a vital interest in the discussion 
which has taken place in the S~nate. I 
have appreciated not only the speech of 
the Senator from Nebraska, but the 
speeches of other Senators, as well. who 
spoke on that side of the aisle. What I 
have said comes from my heart, and I 
want the Senator from Arkansas to 
know it. 
' Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I 

thank the Senator most kindly. 
· As I have already said, I wish to read 

from the bill. I will reaCt the first section 
of it because it lays the premise for the 
so-called need of legislation of this char
acter. By passing the bill the Congress 
will be saying that it makes and deter
mines a finding of fact which justifies the 
enactment of the legislation. Let us see 
what the bill says. 

Section 1 of the bill begins as follows: 
The Congress finds-

Mr. President, that is a determination. 
It is assumed that we have made an in
vestigation and have informed ourselves. 
We are making a finding-
that the practice of denying employment op
portunities to, and discriminating in em
ployment against, properly qualified persons 
by reason of their race, creed, color, national 
origin, or _ancestry, foments domestic strife 
and unrest. 

Mr. President, I deny that any such 
practice as is referred to in the language 
which I have read exists to the extent or 
to the degree that by reason of it there 
is any strife or unrest in America which 
may be attributed to that cause. I in
vite attention to all the strikes which are 
now threatening the very lifeblood and 
economic blood of this country, threat
ening to close down all industries of the 
country, and are threatening to result in 
hungry people because of their inability 
to obtain meat, and services of transpor
tation. · Why do those strikes exist today. 
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Mr. President? Is it because of race dif
ferences or race discriminations? What 
is the reason for them? 'I can tell you 
one of the reasons for them. One of the 
reasons is that the Congress delegated 
powers which are now being used in the 
form of force in order to bring about 
settlement of labor disputes. I am not 
attempting to place any blame on any
one, but I do assert that there must be 
found some legitimate and fair means of 
making it impossible for any minority 
group in this Nation to cause all the · 
American people to suffer merely because 
some among them may not be able tern
porarily to have their way. 

What I have said, Mr. President, ap
lies just as much to management as it 
does to labor unions and labor leaders. 
I am speaking of all of them. I am talk
ing abobt a tragic situation which now 
exists in America. The Senate - of the 
United States should be endeavoring to 
find the answer to that very vexing prob
lem and unhappy condition which is 
threatening the economic life of this 
country. That, Mr. President, is what 
we members of the Senate should be 
doing today. There is talk of peace. 
Mr. President, there is no peace in 
America today. There is turmoil, strife, 
and unrest. But those conditions do not 
exist because of the things which. are 
stated in this bill. No such condition as 
1s referred to in this bill has caused strife 
or conditions which threaten America 
today. I deny the premise upon which 
this bill is predicated. I deny that there 
is strife now existing because of race, 
creed, or color. I know of no strife be
tween Baptists and Catholics. I know 
of no unrest with regard to either of 
them. They have lived together in this 
country ever since our Constitution was 
adopted, ever since the country was set
tled. Each' has his own views, and pur
sues his own course in the search for
liberty. 

If Congress has the power to pass such 
a measure under the guise of remov
ing a burden hampering or interfering 
with commerce, if we can pass a law like 
that, Mr. President, I say that we can 
make a Catholic priest employ a Negro 
Baptist preacher as his assistant. If we 
have the power to do one, we have the 
power to go a little further, and it is 
like· a snowball rolling down hill, the 
further we go the bigger the power gets,
the further it reaches out, the more it 
drags in, the more it embraces, the more 
liberties will be lost. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to ask 

the Senator, while he is discussing this 
preamble or statement of facts, if the 
Senator does not know that the Su
preme Court has held that it cannot go 
beyond the declaration of facts Congress 
has approved and supported, that it can
not inquire into the truthfulness -of it, 
and that this is just an effort to have us 
declare a statement of facts that is not 
based on facts or truth in any regard, in 
an effort to give this monstrosity some 
standing in a court of law as being con
stitutional. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Of course, that is 
the purpose of it, and that is why I am 

discussing it . . I am denying that such a 
condition exists. I should like to hear. 
the authors o.f the bill point out whe,re 
that strife is today, where the unre.st is. 
Everyone knows where the turmoil is, the 
fight over increasing wages, a fight be
tween .management and labor. Creed 
and color and religion have nothing in 
the world to do with it. The turmoil in 
America today is over the almighty dol
lar. We can say that the laborer wants 
an increase in wages, and management 
wants to keep more profit. That is the 
controversy in America today. Congress 
has not set up adequate machinery to 
prevent that turmoil from developing, 
and find a way to restore orderly rela
tionship between industry and manage
ment and labor. That is the great need 
of· this hour. 

Mr. President, I make that statement 
without pointing a finger of accusation 
in either direction. I merely look upon 
the helpless American people, who will 
have to suffer if this condition con
tinues; and it will continue, in my judg
ment. The threat is that it will con
tinue until and unless Congress finds an 
answer, and passes some legislation 
which will enable government to func
tion and bring about a settlement of 
these disputes. -

Mr. President, the Congress or the 
Senate would not contribute anything 
by this character of legislation. I am 
not criticizing anyone for bringing it up. 
I am not criticizing the manner or the 
time of bringing it up, insofar as it was 
brought up under some misapprehension 
that it would not be brought up at that 
time. I am criticizing no one for that. 
Misunderstandings arise, and sometimes 
the1·e are other influences. My under
standing is-it is a rumor, and I have not 
verified it-that the sponsor of the bill, 
who brought it up, although he possibly 
had not intended to at that time-and 
I am not trying to make a statement in 
his absence-had not intended to bring 
it up that day, but I think possibly he 
recognized that if he did not, -someona 
else would grab the ball and run with it, 
and he brought it up in self-defense. If 
he a_cted on those considerations, I 
should not object. What I am saying is 
that, with the Nation in the throes and 
grip of strikes, which are about to par
alyze our industry, to throw millions of 
people out of jobs, and cause millions to 
go hungry, unless the strikes are stopped 
quickly, we find ourselves in this situa
tion, and I would never be a party to 
delaying action on most any bill, except 
one I regard as vicious as the one we are 
discussing. I shall do my duty as I con
ceive it to be, in keeping with the fact • 
that I have taken an oath to defend the 
Constitution of the United States, and 
that oath binds me to use every legiti
mate means available, as I started in the 
beginning of my remarks. I wish we 
could lay the bill aside, but we cannot. 

Mr. President, the preamble, in an 
effort to lay some premise or justifica
tion for the enactment of such legisla
tion, after saying that the practice of 
denying employment because of race, 
creed, color, national origin, or ances
try, foments domestic strife and unrest, 
says that it "deprives the United States 

of · the fullest utilization of its capaci
ties for production." 

Mr. President, I believe every man in 
a rpinority group in America today who 
wants a job can get it if he seeks it. 
Perhaps he cannot get ju:st as big a job 
as he had last year, or with quite as 
much "take home" pay, as it is called. 
That may be true. I do not get as much 
"take home" pay, if we are talking about 
that. Our salaries have not been in
creased. The cost of what we buy, the 
cost of every manufactured article, has 
been increased, and we do not have the 
same "take home" pay. In addition, our 
taxes have been increased. 

I know it is true in my State that there 
are some thousands who are drawing 
unemployment compensation, and I 
appreciate why they do that. They 
worked in the war plants, and when the 
war was over and they were laid off, they 
figured, as we might in the same situa
tion, "These other fellows who were 
working were laid off and are drawing 
their unemployment compensation, and 
why should we not do so?" They are 
doing it, and are not going back to work 
until they are through drawing it. Is 
that making the fullest possible utiliza
tion of our capacities for production? 

Is that due to the alleged discrimina
tion? No; it is under policies of Gov
ernment and under laws Congress has 
enacted. Strikes might have something 
tp do with the situation; they might in
crease unemployment, but that is by 
choice. -If we did not have the strikes, 
and industry were permitted to run and 
operate today, there would not be any 
lack of utilization of the fullest power of 
production. The demand is here. The 
wheels of industry are ready to go to 
turning again to supply those demands. 
The · trouble is not in racial differences: 
The trouble is not in religious differ
ences. The trouble is not in the policy 
of employing any individual. It goes 
far deeper than that. Some are taking 
a mole hill and trying to make a moun
tain out of it in order to find some little 
measure of justification for pushing this 
measure, for incorporating some provi
sion in the law which would permit the 
Supreme Court to sustain it as being 
constitutional. Therefore, we are asked 
to make that finding. 

Mr. President, this has no more influ
ence on the full utilization of America's 
productive capacity than does the fact 
that we pension our war veterans who. 
are disabled. It has no influence what
soever. The title of the bill is a mis
nomer: 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MCCLELLAN. I am glad to yield 
for a question. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Does not the Senator 
also apprehend that perhaps this ques
tion is being presented as it is in the bill 
before us, raising this issue tliat dis
crimination has been practiced and is 
responsible for the difficulties in which 
we find ourselves today, from a desire on 
the part of groups in this country which 
are seeking to array one group of Amer
icans against another, one section of this 
Nation against another, to promote a 
feeling of class consciousness in this 
country, hoping. that by accentuating 
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racial differences, class differences, and 
differences between sections of the coun
try, they will be able to seize upon the 
unrest and the strife brought about from · 
other causes and thereby accomplish 
their purpose in destroying our form of 
government? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes, Mr. President; 
and let me say, in answer to the Senator's 
inquiry and conclusion, as I have said, 
I make no charge of insincerity on the 
part of those who are sponsoring the 
proposed legislation, or who may vote 
for it, but the best answer to the ques
tion, and the conclusive proof, in my 
judgment, is that every man in the 
United States of America today who de- · 
sires to change our system of government 
is for the legislation. That is the an
swer. A majority of the people in the 
United States of America·today who wish 
to preserve liberty, in my humble judg
ment, are very much oppdsed to it, and 
more of them will be when they become 
informed. That · is a real service, Mr. 
President, which I hope we are render
ing to the country by the continuous dis
cussion of the bill. The more radio com
mentators and newspaper columnists 
criticize and condemn us the better it 
will be. I wish the radio commentators 
would stay on the air all the time and 
direct the attention of the Nation to what 
is -attempted to be done here. I should 
like to have all the people of the country 
as an audience as I discuss the bill, and 
confine my remarks directly to its pro
visions, and what the consequences of 
its · enactment into law would be. I 
should like an opportunity to present the · 
true situation to the American people, 
not that I believe or am under the illu
sion that I am the proper one to do so, 
or the one in this body best fitted to do · 
so, and who could most effectively pre- · 
sent the case, but ! ·should like the privi
lege of pointing out to the American peo
ple what the bill will really do. I hope.· 
this discussion will continue, and that 
the radio commentators and the news
paper columnists continue their remarks, ·· 
even though they do so by way of vilifi
cation or abuse of those of us who are 
opposing the legislation. I wish they 
would continue, and use any language 
they wish to use in describing us; and 
imoute to us any motives they wish to 
impute. I want them to continue so that 
the American people may be aroused 
and will look into the merits of the legis
lation and will learn what will happen 
to them if it is enacted into law. They 
can render a great service to the coun
try by continuing their criticism. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to ask the 

Senator if, after all, there is not more of 
hope on the Senator's part that such a 
thing will occur than there is faith that 
it will occur? The Senator has not ob
served that those who have denounced 
us for opposing this so-called fair bill 
have in any instance had the innate 
sense of fairness which would prompt 
them to point out the defects of the bill 
which the sponsors of the bill have ad
mitted on the floor of the Senate. Not 
once, to my knowledge, have these radio 
commentators, in denouncing those of us 

who are attempting to educate the coun
try as to the dangers of this measure, 
pointed out the invasion of the Anglo
Saxon jurisprudence that the bill would 
perpetrate. Not once has 'one of them 
pointed that out. They talk about it as 
a bill for the welfare of the American 
people, but not once have they pointed 
out that this measure would charge this 
agency with the responsibility for finding 
employment for aliens whom they might 
charge were discriminated against, and 
therefore, there being only so many jobs, 
that would result in discrimination 
against American citizens. Not once 
have the sponsors pointed out any of the 
other frailties of the bill, many of which 
have been admitted here on the flo-or of 
the Senate. On the contrary, they have 
merely said that there was a group of 
men attempting to filibuster against a 
bill to assure fair employment, a policy 
which every person favors · in general 
terms, even though we might not be will
ing to strike down the rights of the indi
viduals of this country by enactment of 
what some might denominate a fair em
ployment practice bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, that 
is just what I am trying to emphasize. 
I am not critical of any particular radio 
commentator, announcer, or newspaper 
columnist. I can well understand that 
their views, just like the views of others, 
will often conflict with mine, and I accord _ 
to them every right of freedom of speech 
and freedom of thought and freedom of 
conscience that I take unto myself. · I 
am not critical of them. I do not mean 
to criticize them. What I am saying is 
that I hope they will continue their blasts 
on the radio, even though they impugn 
my motives, even though they may want 
to call names. I want them to continue 
and to say anything to arouse the Ameri
can people, to get the interest of the 
people conc.entrated on this matter, get 
the people to listen to what they have to 
say about it, to read about it, and to take 
counsel as to what this vicious thing 
would do to them. If they only do that, 
they will be performing a service to their 
country. The fact that in doing so they 
may indulge in criticism of some of us 
makes no difference to me. I am never 
worried about what people say or write 
about me. I have always thought some
what along the line of the philosophy of 
old Hambone that "Half the lies they 
told on me wasn't so nohow," so I let 
them do their worst. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield for a ques- _ 
tion. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator recalls 
the case of the Dallas News. The testi
mony given before the Appropriations 
Committee was to the effect that no com
plaint was brought against the Dallas 
News by any individual, but that certain 
employees of the FEPC believed it to be 
their duty to scan the newspaper adver
tisements and determine whether, in 
their opinion, any of them violated 
FEPC regulations. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I understand the 
Senator to refer to the case of the Dallas 
News in which an advertisement was 
placed in the newspaper for colored help, 
and the FEPC undertook to prosecute 

that newspaper under authority of the 
Executive order. 
Mr~ MAYBANK. Without any com

plaint being issued; yes. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; without any 

complaint being made. · 
Mr. MAYBANK. The employees of 

the FEPC scanned the newspapers, and 
they construed a certain newspaper ad
vertisement to be, in their opinion, un
fair. There was no complaint made, 
however, as I remember. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No complaint was 
filed. These employees of FEPC · simply 
took it upon themselves to prosecute. 
While such action may or may not have 
been legal under the Executive order, I 
say that such action would be legal under 
the provisions of this bill. No one could 
advertise in a newspaper for a colored 
porter, or for a white bookkeeper or 

· stenographer or secretary without vio
lating the provisions of this bill. 

Does America want anything like that? 
I challenge any Senator sponsoring the 
bill or supporting it to deny, or to make a 
presentation which would convince anY 
reasonable-minded man, that I could ad
vertise for- help and in that advertise
ment make any reference to color, · re
ligion, race, or ancestry. Under the bill 
I could not advertise and say I wanted 
a white man, or that I wanted a black 
man. I could not say I wanted a Baptist 
to join me and help me in my business. 
I could not say I wanted a Jew so he 
could help me become acquainted with 
all the Jews in the neighborhood, the 
community, the trade area. I may not 
have a Jew in my employ, and might 
want one, but I could not advertise for 
one. If I advertised for a Jew and the 
next day a man applied for the job who 
was not a ·Jew and I turned him down, 
or if I advertised for a white man, or if · 
I advertised for a black man, or if I 
advertised for. a Protestant, or advertised 
for whomever I wanted to employ, and 
then turned down an applicant whom I 
did not want, I would be guilty, under 
the terms of this bill; of the rankest· dis
crimination. I would also be subject to 
the penalties which it provides if I did 
not obey the order and the mandate of · 
the Commission proposed to be set up. I 
would be cited to show cause why it 
should not issue against me an order 
compelling me to desist from doing what 
I was doing. That is not all it would do. 
If I did not obey that order I would be 
sent to jail. Is that what we want in 
America? 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 
. Mr. McCLELLAN. I. will yield for a 

question. 
Mr. MA YBANK. Does not the Senator 

believe that the interpretation placed on 
its powers by the FEPC in connection 
with the Dallas News case also would ap
ply to the radio, and to any advertise
ment that might be made for persons to 
sing over the radio or for employees in 
radio studios? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. There is no doubt 
about that. The Senator from South 
Carolina pointed out that no complaint 
was made in the Dallas News case, that 
no charge was filed, that it was simply a 
case of busybody snoopers, official pests 
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who were authorized to run around over 
the country and pry into- other people's 
business. That is what will result from 
this bill. There is no limit to the num
ber of persons who might be employed in 
doing things of this kind. There are no 
qualifications provided with respect to 
those who may be employed, examiners 
and investigators who would go into the 
field. These investigators who will be 
sent out to harass and intimidate the 
American citizen, the American business 
man, the American employer, the Amer
ican farmer, and members of school 
boards throughout the Nation, county of
ficials throughout the Nation, municipal 
officials throughout the Nation-these 
investigators will be the judges, the juries 
and the convicters. Make no mistake 
about that, Mr. President. This Commis
sion will sit here and its members will 
each draw a salary of $10,000 a year, as 
much as is paid a Senator or Representa
tive. They will not review the cases. 

The Commission could even aJ>point 
the Ladies Auxiliar~ of the Negro Meth
odist Church down in Pumpkin ValleY, in 
the hills of Arkansas, to serve as an inves
tigating agency and make a report to it. 
Read the bill Any agency can be named. 
What is an agency2 The bill says "The 
Commission, or its du1y authorized agents 
or agencies." The bill would give such 
agents or agencies the power to harass 
and intimidate anyone they desired to 
harass and intimidate. The Commission 
would be given the power to name any 
sort of an agency ro try a defendant. 
The Commission would not try him. The 
men whas.e- names wou1d be submitted to 
the Senate for confirmation, and who 
wou1d finally receive Senatorial approval, 
\vauld not try a defendant. There would 
be literally thousands of cases. The 
members of the Commission would never 
see the record, except long enough to 
sign -their names approving what the in
vestigator had reported. 

Mr. President, make no mistake about 
it. If this measure is enacted into law 
the liberties~ rights, and freedom of 
Ainerican citiZens will hang by a slender 
thread. No qualifications are required 
in the case of agents of the Commission. 
No Senatorial confirmation is required. 
It would be the agents who would say 
whether an offender should desist, or 
make restitution of back pay. They 
would be the ones to say whether an 
employer should keep this employee, or 
discharge that one. 

Mr. President, I wish the American 
people could see the implications of this 
bill, and that what will happen if it ~e
c_omes a law could be revealed to them. 
If Senators could see a few months 
ahead, or 3 years ahead, in my judgment 
not a single Senator would be willing to 
support the bill. 

Mr. MA YB.fu""'JK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield for a ques
tion~ 

Mr. MA YBANK. I should like to ask 
the distinguished .Senator from Arkan
sas whether or not he believes that the 
OPA, through its investigators, violated, 
in essence, the Constitution as we know 
it, in subpenaing books and snooping 
around from place to place. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Pi·esident, I am 
not familiar with all that the OPA has 
done. I do not wish unduly to criticize 
that agency. I believe I am familiar with 
a few cases in which the OPA, or its 
agents and investigator&, have gone far 
beyond the bounds of propriety and be
yond the requirements of the ·full dis
charge of their duty. 

Mr. MAYBANK. If the Senator will 
further yield, I might make this explana
tion: I thoroughly agree with the Sen
ator that in many instances the OPA 
acted properly, but in some instances 
it did not. I ask the Senator if those 
who were in charge of ·the cases in the 
OPA were under the Department of Jus
tice, or whether their appointments had 
the approval of the United States Senate. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Of course not. The 
same thing would be true of the agents 
of the proposed organization. People 
are thinking in terms of a board, con
firmed by the Senate. The· Commission 
is expected to be the jury. It iS said that 
they will be good men, whose integrity 
will be be-yond question, because the Sen
ate will confirm their nominations. But, 
Mr. President, the Commission will not 
try an alleged offender. It is the little 
investigator who will try him. The bill 
does. not provide that all the investigators 
must be paid. I suppose volunteer in
vestigators could go out and harass peo
ple, as has been done in the past. 

Mr. MAYBANK. In view of the fact 
that the Senator has answered my ques
tion in connection with the Q:lmmission, 
whose members are to be confirmed by 
the Senate, let me ask the Senator two 
further questions: Is it not a fact that 
the bill directs the transfer to the Com-

. mission of the present employees of the 
FEPC~ And is it not further a fact that, 
regardless of what our personal opinions 
might-be about the OPA, which has done 
a great job in some lines, as we will 
admit--

Mr-. McCLELLAN. I agree with the 
Senator. I was speaking purely of the 
investigation powers under the law. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I ask the Senator if 
he does not agree that, in the first place, 
under the tei:ms of the bill the present 
employees of the FEPC would be trans
ferred to the new organization, without 
regard to civil service and without re
gard to any laws enacted by the Con
gress; and further., that the investigation 
powers of the FEPC are "supa-duper" 
investigation powers, which the OP .A 
tried to invoke?' 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is true. 
As I haYe stated, before this debate 

concludes I expect to discuss every sec.." 
tion of the bill. I cannot do lessr Mr. 
President, unless I kna.w that the bill 
will be defeated. I feel so deeply that 
I believe I am in duty bound, under my 
conscience and my oath, to do every
thing legitimate within my power to pre
vent the passage of this vicious measure. 
That I intend to do'" insofar as I have 
the strength and am able to do it, under 
the rules governing the procedure in this 
body. 

I have not 1·eferred tc many provisions 
in the bill in answer to the Senator's 
questions, because, as I say, it is my in
tention before the debate is concluded to 
discuss every provision of the bill I say 

that because I do not want this record 
closed without my having done my best to 
call to the attention of my colleagues-
both those who are willing to listen and 
those who cannot be present, but who are 
willing to read-every opinion which I 
entertain and can express in my earnest 
effort to interpret the -measure in terms 
of its practica} effect on the American 
people. If I were to do Iess, in my judg
ment I should fail to meet my full re
sponsibility. 

Mr. President, in connection with the 
first section I had proceeded as far as 
line 9, ending with the word "produc
tion". Section 1, under the heading 
"Findings and declaration of policy," J:e
clares that the aUeged discrimination ex
ists-and the Congress must make such 
a finding-to the extent that it en
dangers the national security and the 
general welfare. 

Mr. President, is this country in any 
danger? It is not in any danger be
cause I choose to have a white man or 
a white lady as my secreta1·y. I am not 
interested in the question of religion. I 
am indifferent to it. A Catholic is all 
right. A Jew is all right. They would 
not lbe obnoxious to me. 'It would be a 
p~easure to have a good Jew citizen in 
my office. But I do not want a Negro 
secretary. That is my business. I have 
my own reasons for it. I could give 
10,000 reasons. That is a right which I 
possess as an American citizen, and un
der the Constitution that right cannot 
be taken away from me. 

There are reciprocal rights under the 
Constitution. A person has a right to 
see~ work; and if I create the job I have 
a rigflt to say, "No>; I choose the other 
man.'' If I want a Baptist, a white per
son, or even a colored pel'son in the job 
which I have created and for which I 
am responsible, I have a right to say so. 

Mr. EASTLAND rose. 
· Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield to the very 
able Senator from Mississippi. 
· Mr. EASTLAND. The Senator has 

answered my question. 
, Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President the 

natia.nal security is not threatened by 
rea~on of what. has been alleged. A 
while ago I spoke about what was 
threatening it. The Congress had bet
ter get busy. Members of Congress can.
not escape their responsibility. We can
not absolve ourselves from blame which 
will rightly attach to the Congress if we 
sit here and spend our time on the most 
highly controversial measure that has 
ever. been introduced in the Congress, in 
my JUdgment, to the neglect of more im
portant things-first things. I cannot 
escape my responsibility. Neither can 
any other Member of Congress; nor can 
we collectively escape our responsibility. 
'Ve shall be compelled t.o accept some of 
the blame. 

Irrespective of the divergent views 
among us, I believe that every Member 
of this body realizes that some legisla
tion is needed to settle the real strife 
and turmoil which exists in America and 
which is endangering the national wel
fare and security. At least,. the Presi
del1t of the United States says that he 
needs legislation, and has recommended 
legislation. Senators may not agree 
with him. That is not the question. 
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But every Senator recognizes the. com
pelling necessity of this hour. Yet, Mr. 
President, we are willing to spend our 
time on this measure, when everyone, 
from the President of the United States 
on down, knows that it is most con-
troversial. . 

The President was formerly a Mem
ber of this body at a time when this 
question was previously fought out. He 
has heard us speak individually. He 
knows the sentiments of many Members 
of this body. Everyone knew that the 
very situation which now exists would be 
provoked if the bill were brought forth. 
There might be a proper time to settle it. 
There might be a proper time to bring in 
tr..e cots. Tnere might be a proper occa
sion to make an endurance test of it and 
let the best men win. But, Mr. Presi
dent, this is not the time to do it. We are 
neglecting important things, first things, 
things which are actually threatening 
the security of the American people, 
threatening to drive them to hunger, 
threatening to shut down the jobs and 
still the wheels of industry. 

Mr. CHAVEZ: Mr. President, ·will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am very glad to 
yield to the able Senator for a· question. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator from 
Arkansas has stated that the President, 
a former Member of this body, knew 
what the situation was in the Senate 
with reference to the particular matter 
we are now discussing. That is correct, 
is it not? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes; that is what I 
said. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. And does not the Sen
ator from Arkansas also know that, not
withstanding that the President had 
that knowledge as a Senator, he still is 
in favor of the passage of the bill? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I am 
still a freeman. The fact that the 
President favors the passa~e of the bill 
has no· compelling influence with me. It 
may have with some persons, but I do not 
jump through the hoop, brother. 
[Laughter.] I have not yet reached the 
point where I have to do that. I have 
not done that for any other bill and I 
will not do it for this one. I love my 
party. I love the things which I was 
t aught the Democratic Party stands for. 
I love the traditions of my country. I 
love the liberty and freedom which the 
Constitution of this country gives me. 
That is what I am fighting for. 

I wish to impress upon the Senate that 
notwithstanding that everyone, from the 
President on down, who has any respon
sibility in connrction with legislation and 
with the policies of our Government 
knew that this fight would be provoked, 
when the Congress :reconvened there was 
no message before it urging it to give first 
considerat ion to and to take up for first 
action ·certain matters of vital impor
tance. I am not criticising the President 
in that connection, for I say that .we our
selves must take the blame because we 
can control the situation. The fact that 
no labor legislation \Vas ready is no ex
cuse. The President had recommended 
the passage of a bill with two main fea
tures. Any Member of Congress could 
have drafted such a bill and could have 
made sure that it was introduced. Such 

a bill is now in the committee, but it has 
not been reported from the committee. 
It is said that · the committee has not 
had time to consider it. Well, Mr. Pres-

. ident, the Congress had better begin to 
consider it. I am not saying that the 
bill is perfect, but I will state we could 
take up that bill or the measure intro
duced yesterday by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BYRD] or the measure 
which my friend the Senator from New 
Mexico introduced sometime ago. If any 
one of those bills is brought up on the 
floor of the Senate, I am sure that if we 
talk as vigorously about them and work 
as earnestly on them :;~.nd seek as dili
gently to find the real answer to the 
problems with which they deal as we 
have done in this fight, we shall arrive 
at an answer which will tend to eliminate, 
if not entirely remove, the turmoil, strife, 
and unrest which are threatening the 
very life of free enterprise in the United 
States and depriving American citizens 
of their inherent right to work and to 
l.ive and to enjoy the richness and abun
dance of the bountiful resources with 
which God has endowed our great Na
tion. That is what we should be doing. 

I accept my part of the blame for not 
doing it. I will tell my people the truth, 
Mr. President. I know it will be said, 
"Oh, well, you were told that the bill 
would be brought up a::; soon as the Con
gress reconvened." Yes, Mr. President, 
I knew that. However, I stil) regard my
self as a junior member of this body. 
t have been here only 3 years. In view 
of the fact that it was known that the 
President favored specific legislation on 
the subject, I felt that those who were 
close to the President and the leadership 
of Congress probably would see to it that 
such a measure, or that one with at least 
some · modifications, was reported, so 
that we could sta.rt to work on the real 
job which confronts us. I accept my 
part of the blame. I did not introduce 
such a measure. If I had, I could not 
have had it reported, but the leadership 
can and could have had some bill before 
us and we could have offered amend
ments and taken steps to enact a meas
ure which would help solve the real prob
lem now confronting the country. 

Today, Mr. President, instead of being 
able to do that, I find myself compelled, 
as are many others of my colleagues, to 
do just what I am doing now, namely, to 
expend my energies and my strength in 
trying to preserve, protect; a.nd prevent 
the destruction of that which I cherish 
more than I do a seat in the Senate of 
the United States. I am happy to be 
here representing my people, but I will 
not cacrifice my convictions in order to 
retain a seat here. A former Member 
of this body, now present 1n the Cham
ber, knows that after I had been here a 
few months and after I had voted on 
some highly controversial m~asures I 
heard references to threats of political 
defeat. I found that threats about po
litical defeat were not coming to me 
from my home State, even though the 
majority leader told us they ·are com
ing from his home State on the pending 
bill. However, there were threats in 
the air. It is commonplace for Senators 
to receive from certain - organizations 
threats of what they will do if the Sena-

tors to whom they _ are writing do not 
vote in a ,certain way. When that situa
tion arose, I immediately returned to my 
State and .said to my people, "I am will
ing to be a one-term Senator if I can
not vote my convictions to protect this 
country and keep people at work and try 
to prevent anyone from causing a lock
out or shut-down during this war, at a 
time when our boys need the things 
which we at home should be making for 
them." I said, "If I have to pay the price 

- of political defea( my sacrifice will be 
notping in comparison with the sacri
fices made by your son and by mine." 

Mr. President, if I did not have the 
courage and willingness to run that risk, 
I would not belong in the Senate of the 
United States. Arkansas would be en
titled to better represent:-.tion. The Na
tion would be entitled t.o better repre
senta-tion. They would be entitled to be 
represented by a man of more courage 
and greater vision. 

Mr. President, I regret that we have 
to make this fight; but I repeat with all 
the force at my command that the threat 
at this hour to our national security and 
our national welfare is not the subject 
with which the pending measure deals. 
Even assuming there was justification 
for ~he pending measure-although there 
i's not-nevertheless, we find that it does 
not seek to remedy the great problem 
which today confronts our Nation. The 
matters which are sought to be dealt 
with by the pending measure are not the 
ones which now endanger our country. 
Yet we find that this measure is pre
venting the consideration of legislation 
which is vital to the welfare of America. 

It is said that this is a filibuster. Sup
pose it is. Call it a filibuster if you will; 
make the most of the term. Under the 
rules of the Senate of the United States 
a Senator can filibuster if he is con
vinced that a filibuster is justified. For 
years the rules have permitted filibus
ters. There have been filibusters before 
now. I do not know the history of all of 
them, but I do know that in many in
stances in the past filibusters hav.e pre
vented the enactment of legislation 
which would have been a national dis
grace. I hope we can achieve similar 
results in the present fight. 

Mr. PrEsident, I have not even finished 
discussing the first section of the bill . 
The next clause upon which the neces
sity for enactment of the bill is predicat
ed is stated in the bill as follows: 

The practice of denying employment op
portunities * * • by reason of • • * 
race, creed, color, national orgin, or ances
try * * • adversely affect s commerce. 

Mr. President, what is it that adversely 
affects commetce? The bill tells us that 
it is "discriminating in employment 
against propedy qualified persons by 
reason of their race, creed, color, na
tional origin, or ancestry." 

Mr. President, I do no-t know of any
thing of that sort that is hurting com
merce in this country today. We are em
ploying all the facilities at our command, 
and they are taxed to the limit. Is com- · 
merce in this country burdened or ham
pered? Is there anything in connection 
with commerce in this country today--

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? · 
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Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield for a ques
tion. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Is it not a fact that 
the freight rates interfere with certain 
commerce, and is it not also a fact that 
the tariff interferes with certain com
merce? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Of course, that is 
so, Mr. President. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Is it not also a fact 
that many of the discriminations against 
the South and the Southwest interfere 
with commerce-but not the FEPC? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That is correct. 
Mr. President, no one is really con

cerned about the main problem affecting 
the South. They are not exercised 
about it. The solution of it can wait. 
It has existed f6r years. The people 
there will live over it and live under it. 
They will continue to suffer. But it is 
said, "Let us get at the race issue. We 
must reform the South." Mr. President, 
there can be no reform in the way which 
is being suggested in this bill. I have no 
objection to anyone associating in close 
confidential relationship with any mem
ber of the Negro race so long as he wishes 
to do so. That is his business. But I do 
not want to be told I must do it, and I do 
not want to tell anyone else they must 
do it. 

Commerce has not been affected. vfe 
have able men in this body. We have 
men here who possess great wisdom. I 
use the word "wisdom" in the sense of 
statesmanship and ability to handle af
fairs of State. There are Members of 
the Senate who possess wisdom which is 
unexcelled anywhere else in this Nation. 
In spite of that fact I do not believe any 
Member of the Senate can take the first 
section of this bill and point to facts 
which would support its passage. If 
there are such men, let them cite the 
condition and let us see where they exist. 
We do not have any strife between the 
races. Commerce is not adversely af
fected by any strife between the races. 
If factories are closed by strikes, their 
capacity to produce will be lowered. No, 
Mr. President, let us not engage in any 
controversy of that kind. Let the Con
gress not lower its dignity, its integrity, 
its quality, and its stature by writing 
into a bill a finding of facts, or a state
ment of facts or conaitions which do not 
exist. In justice to the American people 

_ whom the proponents of this measure 
represent, I challenge them to furnish 
the evidence of the state of facts or con
ditions which they ask the Congress to 
find to exist. 

The second paragraph of the first sec
tion of the bill reads as follows: 

It is hereby declared to be the policy of the 
United States to eliminate such discrimina
tion in all employment relations Which fall 
within the jurisdiction or control of the 
Federal Government as hereinafter set forth. 

Mr. President, unless the conditions 
can be established as a precedent and 
as a need for legislation of this kind, we 
are not justified in legislating in the way 
we have been asked to legislate. After . 

·the eXistence of this Nation for approx
imately 160 years, we find it necessary to 
legislate in order to put an end to prac
tices, customs, and social relationships 
which have existed in this Nation from 
its inception. Our forefathers spilled 

their blood during the days of the Revo
lution in order that we might have a 
right to engage in the very practices 
which it is now proposed to eliminate by 
the enactment into law of the pending 
bill. 

Mr. President, we have recently fought 
the greatest war in the world's history. 
Previously we went through what we 
thought was a tremendous economic de
pression. We have gone through all the 
struggles of a new nation, during which 
we built the greatest country in tbe world. 
Now we find we must start. regulating and 
establishing policies with reference to a 
man's freedom in choosing those with 
whom he would associate in his business, 
and in the pursuit of liberty and happi
ness in this land of the free of which 
we so proudly boast. 

Mr. President, if we start legislating a 
policy every time someone does not like 
the customs and practices which have 
grown up, or which have existed through
out the years of this Nation, then I re
peat that it will be only the beginning of 
other legislation of a similar character. 
The next time the Congress meets there 
will be another bill to amend, to expand, 
and to grasp more power even than this 
bill will grant. Bureaucrats can never 
obtain enough power to satisfy them. 
They always want more. They are like 
the tiger that prowls-in the jungle. Give 
it one taste of blood and it wants more. 
The same is also true with reference to 
those who want totalitarian rule. I shall 
not vote for such a policy as is embodied 
in the pending bill, because there is no 
need for it. In the matters covered by 
the bill the American people are get
ting along very well, indeed they are get
ting along exceptionally well. In the city 
in which I live, and in other cities 
throughout my State, there may be a 
Methodist Church on one corner and on 
the opposite corner there may be a Bap
tist Church. On a nearby cor.ner there 
may be a Presbyterian Church. I men
tion those denominations because they 
have the largest following in my State~ 
There is no friction between them. 
There is no friction between the races in 
my State. They are getting along very 
well. More trouble is being experienced 
with the Negroes in the North than down 
in the South. Look at the crimes which 
are being committed and have been com
mitted. It is in the sections in which 
people who want to reform us of the 
South live that the greatest number of 
crimes are being committed by Negroes. 

Mr; CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the . 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I .yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator from Ar

kansas is correct. I believe that the 
South is unduly wo.rried about the affect 
which it believes this bill will have on the 
South. Trouble of the character men
tioned is at a minimum in the South. 
But discriminations are being practised 
throughout the country, and they will 
eventually affect sections of the South. 

Mr. McCLE~. I ask, If -the dis
criminations of which the Senator is 
speaking do not eXist in the South, where 
do they exist? Let us identify the locality 
in which they exist. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. · According to the re
ports of the Government agencies whtch 

have been studying the question, 80 per
cent of the so-called discriminations 
happened in other places than in the 

· South. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I as

sume that the Senator got this informa
tion from reports, or that his figures are 
based on reports made by the existing 
Fair Employment Practice Committee. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I do not know what 

they have found, but there bas not been 
so· much the discrimination in the South, 
yet that is where the greatest Negro 
population is. Discrimination has not 
been found in the South because the 
whites and the Negroes there get along 
well when they are left alone. Taite the 
Negro out of the South and put him in 
other sections of the country, where he 
is cuddled and made to feel that he is not 
only equal to but is superior to the white 
race, that he should have his rights, and 
that he has been abused and mistreated 
in the South, and he cannot be handled. 
That is when there is trouble, and not
withstanding the fact that the Senator 
~ays that 80 percent of the complaints 
we:re in other sections than the South, 
yet 80 percent of them, I think the Sen._ 
ator will find, were complaints with re
spect to colored people. We are get ting 
along very well with them in the South, 
and we will continue to do so, and it is 
not because of intimidation. 

I spoke earlier in my remarks about 
having defended them when l believed 
them innocent. The real white man in 
the South is the best and truest friend 
the American Negro has. We under
st~nd the Negroes; we have lived with 
them; we understand their habits; we 
realize their limitations; and we know 
their affections. Southern white people 
have appreciated the Negro race. I do 
not say that no abuses have occurred. 
Of course, there have been abuses, but 
they have been in isolatea. cases. Human 
beings are not perfect. Every man who 

-lives in my State is not a law-abiding 
citiz~n. There are people who take ad
vantage of a Negro, yes, because he is a 
Negro, and such a man would take ad
vantage of his white friend across the 
street if he could. There are that sort 
of people, more or less, in every section 
.of the Nation. But the truth is that to
day the best friend of the Negro race 
resides in the South. 

Mr. President, there is no need for such 
a policy as is proposed. A legislative 
policy of this character is a departure 
from the traditions of this Nation, and 
it should not now be established. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I should like to ask the 

Senator from Arkansas whether he cares 
to continue his discussion this afternoon 
or would he rather continue tomorrow? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I 
will ask, if I may, if the Senate takes a 
recess now, that I retain the floor to
morrow. It is not my purpose neces
sarily, however, to continue tomorrow at 
undue length, if others may be ready to 
speak, but before we reach a vote on the 
bill I hope that I may have the oppor
tunity of actually taking it section by 
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section and telling the people of my State 
what its consequences and effects will be. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Prasident, will. the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH. I should like very much 

to be able to speak on the bill. I have 
tried a number of times to speak on the 
pro side of it. I wonder what the Sena
tor's view is with regard to holding the 
:floor tomorrow, or giving some of the 
others of us a chance to speak. I merely 
ask for the privilege of · enjoying my 
right, as a Member of the Senate, to 
speak at some time on the bill, from the 
affirmative side. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I do not control 
the time, except so long as I have the 
:floor. I have just said that it would not 
necessarily be my purpose to try to oc
cupy the whole day tomorrow, by any 
means. It may be that if other Senators 
desire to speak I shall be very glad, in the 
morning, when the session is resumed, to 
yield the :floor. Of course, I have no con
trol over who has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH. I make the statement 
now that I expect, after the Senator com
:r:~etes his remarks tomorrow, to ask for 
the floor. I shall be on my feet, I guar
antee, and if whoever is in the chair will 
look in this direction, he will see me 
standing here. The Presiding Officer has 
seemed to be unable to do so heretofore. 
THE STEEL STRIKE-EDITORIAL FROM 

THE NE\iV YORK WORLD TELEGRAM 

- Mr McMAHON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Arkansas yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield for a ques
tion. 
• Mr. McMAHON. I ask unanimous 
consent that I may introduce something 
into the RECORD, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senator from Arkansas 
shall not lose the :floor. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. With that under
standing, I am glad to yield. 

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, last 
Saturday night an editorial was printed 
in the New Yorl{ World Telegram bearing 
the title "The Steel Strike," referring to 
the strike which is now under way, and 
which was then in prospect. In mY 
opinion the edtiorial states the case. Be
cause of the importance of the subject; 
and because it is a succinct statement 
of the case, I ask permission to have the 
editorial printed in the body of the REc
ORD following my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? 
· There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THE STEEL· STRIKE 

More than 700,000 steel workers are set to 
strike at 12:01 o'clock Monday morning. 

Apparently nothing can ~ow avert that 
strike except a change by the United States 
Steel Corp. of its decision yesterday to reject. 
President Truman's proposal for settlement of 
the steel-wage controversy. 

The CIO demanded a general wage increase 
of 25 cents an hour, then reduced the de
mand to 19V2 cents. The corporation of
fered, first, 12¥2 cents an hour, then 15. 
Mr. Truman proposed .a compromise, 18¥2 
cents. ·The union agreed to that. The cor-
poration refused. · 

We ·believe that in the few short hours 
before the deadline United States Steel's of
ficials should consider earnestly Mr. Tru-

man's strongly urged suggestion that they 
alter their stand and accept his terms for 
settlement. 

It is true that he is asking them to accept 
a grave responsibility. 

The difference between the President's pro
posal and the corporation's pest offer is 3¥2 
cents an -hour. That sounds small. But the 
union's demand is industry-wide. What Big 
Steel grants, some 800 other steel and iron 
companies, big and little, will be expected to 
grant. And 3¥2 cents an hour added to the 
pay rolls of the whole steel industry would 
mean a huge increase in labor costs. 

Nor would that be all. Mr. Truman says 
his proposal is not intended to set a pattern 
for all industry. But it would set a pattern 
if accepted by United States Steel, for unions 
would regard it as precedent for settlement 
of wage demands on many other industries. 
We have no means of judging whether the 
inflationary effect on costs and prices would 
be as serious as President Fairless of United 
States Steel says, but unquestionably it 
would be great. 

However, the effects of a steel strike could 
be worse. 

Steel is our key industry. If the manufac
ture of steel stops, while management and 
labor fight a finish test of economic strength, 
manufacture of everything made of steel or 
iron-from locomotives, automobiles andre
frigeratc.rs to bobby pins, paper clips, and 
thumb tacks-soon will stop. Hundreds of 
thousands of people, not directly interested 
in the strike, will lose their jobs. . 

This country can't achieve prosperity and 
full employment by closing down plants. It 
can't pay the war debt or defeat inflation by 
freezing industry. The only formula for high 
real wages and sound business profits is vol
ume production. And a long steel strike 
could destroy all hope . of getting production 
into high volume for many months, and per
haps forever. We've ·got the best chance 
now we're likely to have. 

If the CIO union had turned down Presi
dent Truman's proposal for avoiding a steel 
strike and its consequences, the union would 
be in the national doghouse. If United 
States Steel insists on turning down that pro
posal, we believe the corporation ·wm put it
self in bad with what Mr. Truman has termed 
the greatest pressure bloc of all-the Amer
ican people. 

Steel strike or no, we think the tidal wave 
of strikes, now bringing this worst threat, ab
solutely proves one thing. That is, that gov
ernment by men-even though the men are 
presidents .of great unions, great corpora
tions, and a great nation-has not solved 
and cannot solve the problem of labor-man
agement relations. 

For that we need government by law. We 
need a rule book, instead of the maneuvering 
and improvising and temporizing that takes 
us all to the edge of a cliff, and maybe sends 
us over. And it's the job of Congress to 
write the rules. 

THE BATTLE OF RAPIDO RIVER, ITALY 

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may submit 
a resolution without the Senator from 
Arkansas losing the :floor. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. With that under
standing, I gladly yield. 

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, yes
terday I related to the Members of the 
Senate that a few brave men, remnants 
of the Thirty-sixth Division, in their 
meeting at Brownwood, Tex., petitioned 
Congress to conduct an investigation of 
the Rapido River "fiasco," as they call it. 
I made an attempt to. submit the reso
lution yest~rday, but there was objection 
heard to the unanimous-consent request 
I made. So at this time I ask unanimous 
consent to offer ·. ~ resolution which 

would· provide that the Military Affairs 
Committee of the Senate conduct an 
investigation which has been asked by 
the remnants of the Thirty-sixth D~vi
sion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the resolution will be re
ceived and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The resolution <S. Res. 218), submit
ted by Mr. O'DANIEL, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs, or any duly authorized sub
committee thereof, is .authorized and di
rected to conduct a full and complete inves
tigation with respect to the handling of the 
troops of the Twenty-sixth Division in con
nection with the battle of Rapido River, 
Italy, to determine the cause of the heavy 
casualties suffered by such division, and 
whether the action was brought about 
through military necessity or on account 
of pressure from a foreign government or 
governments. The committee shall report to 
the Senate at the earliest practicable date 
the results of its investigation, together with 
such recommendations as it may deem de
sirable. 

For the purposes of this resolution, the 
committee, or any duly authorized subcom
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such 
hearings, to sit and act at such times and 
places during the sessions, recesses, and ad
journed periods of the Seventy-ninth Con
gress, to employ such clerical and other as
sistants, to require· by subpena or otherwise 
the attendance of such witnesses and the 
production of such correspondence, books, 
papers, and documents, to administer such 
oaths, to take such testimony, and to make 
such expenditures, as it deems advisable. 
The cost of stenographic services to report 
such hearings shall not be in excess of 25 
cents per hundred words. The expenses of 
the committee under this resolution, which 
shall not exceed $25,000, shall be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of the 
committee. 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL LEGISLA
TION-ADDRESS BY SENATOR SMITH 

(At this point Mr. MCCLELLAN, by 
unanimous consent, yielded to Mr. SMITH 
who asked and obtained leave to have 
printed in the RECORD an address en
titled "National Agricultural Legisla
tion," delivered ~Y him in Trenton, N. J., 
January 21, 1946, at the twenty-seventh 
annual convention of the New Jersey 
Farm Bureau, which appears in the Ap
pendix.) 
EFFECTIVE DATES OF RATINGS AND 

AWARDS UNDER VETERANS' ADMINIS
TRATION-BILL INTRODUCED 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. :Mr. 

President, will the· Senator from Arkan
sas yield? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield if I may do 
so without prejudice to my position. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I ask 
unanimous consent, without prejudice to 
the Senator, to introduce a bill. to govern 
the eff~ctive dates of ratings in awards 
under the Veterans' Administration re
Vised Schedule for Rating Disabilities, 
19-!5, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the bill <S. 
1756) to govern the effective dates of 
ratings a1l.d awa1~ds u)lder the Veterans' 
Adzp.inistration revised Schedule for 
~:;tting Dlsabiljties, 1.945, and for other 
purposes, introduced by Mr. JoHNSON of 
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Colorado, was received, read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
VETERANS' PREFERENCE UNDER SUR

PLUS PROPERTY ACT-BILL INTRO.; 
DUCED 

Mr. MAYI:SANK. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEYJ, the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], and myself, I ask 
unanimous consent to introduce a bill 
to be referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. · 

I also ask unanimous consent that a 
statement by the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. O'MAHONEY], and his correspond
ence with Mr. John W. Snyder, Director 
of the Office of War Mobilization and Re
conversion, be printed in the RECORD. 

I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military 4ffairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With• 
out objection, the bill will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and, without objection, the state
ment and correspondence referred to will 
be printed in the RECORD. · · 

The bill (S. 1757) to broaden the scope 
and raise the rank of the veterans' pref
erence provided for in the Surplus Prop
erty Act of 1944, introduced by Mr. MAY
BANK (for himself, Mr. O'MAHONEY, and 
Mr. CHAVEZ) was received, read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The . statement and correspondence 
presented by Mr. MAYBANK were ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows_: 
BILL TO BROADEN VETERANS' PREFERENCE-

STATEMENT BY SENATOR JOSEPH C. O'MAHONEY 
An amendment to the Surplus Property 

Act designed to give veterans a. preference 
second only to the Federal Government and 
to authorize the purchase of surplus for their 
own personal use will be introduced in the 
Senate on Monday, January 21, by Senator 
MAYBANK and myself. Speedy action may be 
expected upon this measure. 

The problem of insufficient outlets which 
has been another source of dissatisfaction 
probably does not require legislation but can 
be handled through an energetic program for 
the sale of surplus materials on the spot 
where they have become surplus, provided 
the facilities and personnel of the owning 
agencies are employed to conduct sales to 
veterans and to other priority claimants. 

I have today addressed a letter 'to War 
Mobilization Director John W. Snyder in 
which I have pointed out that, even though 
these three reforms were made effective im
mediately, the fact that insufficient quanti
ties of suitable materials have been declared 
surplus to date will remain a serious source 
of dissatisfaction. In order to remedy this 
situation, I have called upon the Office of 
War Mobilization and Reconversion to sub
mit to the Surplus Property Subcommittee 
a program to assure that the largest possible 
quantities of those classes of civilian-type 
surplus which are most in demand by vet
erans, according to the Smaller War Plant 
Corporation's records, are immediately de
clared surplus and promptly put on sale to 
veterans. 

It is my belief that the veterans' preference 
under the Surplus Property Act, even after 
its rank has been raised ari.d its scope has 
been broadened, can be made effective only 
1! an inventory is established and publicized 
of those types of surplus goods most in de
mand by veterans, includ}.ng motor vehicles, 
household goods, farm, recreational and 

sports equipment, and 1f such surpluses 
are made available immediately to veterans. 

A conference will be called by the Surplus 
Property Subcommittee· to afford the Office 
of War Mobilization and Reconversion and 
all other administrative agencies concerned 
an opportunity to lay before' the subcommit
tee a program for the effective carrying out 
of a broadened veterans' preference under the 
Surplus Property Act. 

JANUARY 19, 1946. 
Mr. JOHN W. SNYDER, 

Director, Office of War Mobilization and 
Reconversion, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR MR. SNYDER: It appears to me to 
be of great importance to achieve the closest 
possible cooperation between the Congress 
and the executive branch for the purpose of 
making effective immediately the promise of 
preference to veterans contained in the Sur
plus Property· Act. Testimony received by .., 
the Surplus PrQperty Subcommittee indicates 
that there are at least four factors which 
cause dissati&faction with the way in which 
surplus disposal to veterans is presently' 
.being· handled: 

1. The present veterans' preference ranks 
below the priorities granted to Federal Gov
ernment agencies, State and local govern-
ments; ' 

2. The present veterans' preference does 
not extend to surplus· commodities desired 
by veterans for their own personal use; 

3. Civilian-type surplus property generally 
· desired by veterans is not available in e."Uf

ficient quantities to satisfy existing demand; 
and 

4. Sufficient outlets are not available to 
handle expeditiously the distribution of such 
surplus commodities to veterans. 

Of thes-e barriers the first and second can 
be easily changed bt law, and they were 
Included in a blll drafted by the Counsel to 
the Surplus Property Subcommittee. This 
draft bill, as you know, during the past sev.:. 
eral weeks has been the subject of confer
ences with various Government agencies con
cerned, including your office. The fourth 
hurdle-insuflicient outlets--probably does 
not require legislation but can be handled 
through an energetic program for the sale 
of surplus materials .on the spot where they 
have become surplus, provided the facilities 
and personnel of the owning agencies. are 
employed to conduct sales to veterans and 
to other priority claimants. 

Senator MAYBANK and I will on Monday 
introduce a bill to remove the first two 
obstacles above listed, namely, the inferior 
priority for veterans now provided by law, 
and the limitation by which that preference 
is restricted to purchases for ' business, pro
fessional, or agricultural use. Speedy action 
may be expected upon this measure. 

Even though these _ three reforms were 
made effective immediately, there would still 
be a serious source of dissatisfaction if the 
third barrier is not removed, namely, the 
lack of sufficient quantities of suitab!e sur
plus materials at given locations to satisfy 
existing demand. Several weeks ago in con
ference with Secretary Patterson and Under 
Secretary Royall of the War Department I 
suggested the desirability of the immediate 
establishment of an Inventory of specific 
classes of civilian-tYPe surplus property in
cluding motor vehicles, household goods, 
farm, recreational and sports equipment, the 
existence of which could be publicized 
throughout the country and which could be 
made immediately available f9r disposal to 
the veterans. This inventory should also in
clude small boats now owned by the Mari
time Commission and the Navy Department, 
which would be available for use by veterans, 
particularly as fishing and charter boats. 

I understand that the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation is preparing a list of the classes 
of surplus in demand by veterans and that on 

tbe basis of this list your office will under
take to work out in conjunction with all 
agencies concerned a program to secure im
mediate surplus · declarations and promote 
sales of the property so listed. I have today 
consulted Under Secretary Royall who, I un
derstand, 1s entirely willing that an imme
diate survey shall be made of the specific 
quantities of civilian-type property which 
could be included in such an inventory. 
Such survey should be made by all owning 
agencies. 

Whether it is desirable to require such an 
inventory to be established by executive ac
tion or by an additional amendment to the 
Surplus Property Act is to be the subject of 
further discussions by .the Surplus Property · 
Subcommittee with ' all of the Government 
agencies concerned. It is my hope that at 
that conference you will be able to present 
on behalf of the executive branch of the Gov
ernment a program to make a broadened 
veterans' preference effective. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOSEPH c. O'M.AHONEY, 

Chairman, Surplus Property Subcommittee. 

SUSPENSION OF IMMIGRATION FOR 5 
. YEARS-BILL INTRODUCED 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to introduce for 
appropriate ·reference a bill to suspend 
immigration for a period of 5 years. 

There being no objection, the bill 
(S. 1758> to· suspend immigration for a 
period of 5 years, was received, read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED . 

As in executive session, and by unani
mous consent, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be
fore the Senate messages from the Presi
dent of the United States submittin~ 
sundry nominations, which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

<For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 

RECESS 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, without 
interfering with the rights of the Senator 
from Arkansas, I wish at this time to 
move for a recess until 12 o'clock to
morrow. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield before he makes his 
motion? · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I believe I still 
have the floor. I yield if it will not 
prejudice r.1y position. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I simply 
desire to say 'to the Senator from New 
Mexico before he makes the motion to 
recess, that I think it should be under
stood clearly that there is, may I say a 
general undtrstanding apparently among 
a majority of the Members of the Senate, 
with respect to this filibuster, that when 
6 o'clock comes the Senate will recess. 
I want to register my protest against that 
procedure, Mr. President, because I feel 
that the Senate should make up its mind 
to do everything that can be done to 
break the filibuster. We .cannot break 
it by keeping in session just during bank
ing hours. We should either try to break 
it, in my judgment, by a sincere and 
good faith attempt on the .part of those 
.of us· who believe that this filibuster is a 
great mistake because it .denies the ma
jority in the Senate of the United States 
the right to proceed to vote on the FEPC 
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bill including the many amendments 
which I think, as I said earlier today, 
should be made to the bill, or we ought 
to stop the type of farce which in my 
judgment we are now proceeding with 

. when we seek to give the impression that 
we really are trying to stop the filibuster 
although we recess every afternoon at 6 
o'clock or earlier. I simply want the 
RECORD to show that I will never vote for 
a recess so long as this filibuster is going 
on, and I desire to say to those who vote 
for a recess that I think it ought to be 
perfectly clear to everyone that they wili 
never be able to have the merits of the 
bill voted on by adopting a practice of 
recessing each day at 6 o'clock. A fili
buster is many things. For one thing, 
it is an endurance contest. Continuous 
sessions may not break this one, but they 
would make tpe issue perfectly clear to 
the public, namely, that Senators will 
fight to establish majority rule in the 
Senate of the United States. 
· Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Arkansas yield to me? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I fully appreciate the 

remarks of the Senator from Oregon and 
agree .with him. But I have great faith 
in human nature. I think those who are 
against the bill or who are now discuss
ing many matters, some entirely outside 
the bill, should be given an opportunity 
to get a little rest now and t}!en. Their 
minds might be changed by treating 
them with kindness. I agree with the 
Senator from Oregon that the filibuster 
should be broken, but I hope the Senator 
will not press his protest at this particu
lar time. 

I renew my motion that the Senate 
now recess until 12 o'clock noon tomor
row. 

Mr. MORSE. .Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Arkansas yield to me to 
make a brief reply to the Senator from 
New Mexico? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MORSE. The Senator from New 
Mexico has expressed the hope that I 
not press my protest at this time. The 
only protest I could make, resulting in 
:floor action, would be to suggest the ab
sence of a quorum. However, I want the 
RECORD to show that that would be, in 
my judgment, a useless procedure, be- · 
cause I know what would happen if there 
were a call for a quorum. I would be 
outvoted on the recess issue. I say that 
because it is my understanding that it 
is the intention of the majority of the 
Members of the Senate to take recesses 
at this time of day. I simply want ,...the 
RECORD to show my protest at that 
method of. attempting to break a fili
buster. I shall never be a party to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEz] that the Senate take a recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
6 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.> the Sen
ate took a recess until tomorrow, Friday, 
January 25, 1946, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 

Senate January 24 (legislative day of 
January 18), 1946: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

Leon L. Cowles, of Utah, now a foreign
service officer· of class 6 and a secretary in the 
diplomatic service, to be also a consul of the 
United States of America. 

THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES 

Han. Jacob Weinberger, of California, to be 
United States district judge for the southern 
district of California, vice Hon. Harry A. 
Hollzer, deceased. 

Frank M. Scarlett, of Georgia, to be United 
States district judge for the southern district 
of Georgia, vice Han. Archibald B. Lovett, de-
ceased. · 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

AI W. Hosinski, of Indiana, 'to be United 
States marshal for the northern district of 
Indiana. (Mr. Hosinski is now serving in this 
office under an appointment which expired 
July 3, 1945.) . · 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES . 
THURSDAY, JANUARY 24, 1946 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and 
y.ras called to order ~Y the Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. McCoRMACK. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 Thou. in whose presence we wait, 
·we thank Thee for the history of our 
Republic; It is a goodly vine we have 
inherited. Its clusters of blessings hahg 
richly, and its roots run out in many 
ways for the welfare of our people; its 
greatness is not dependent upon wealth 
or title, but upon character founded on 
personal integrity between man and man, 
between nation and nation. Teach us 
that this virtue alone never loses its en
chantment, and this task will ever yield 
soul-deep satisfaction. 

We praise Thee for Him who com
mands our supreme love, the light not 
only of one land or of one age, but the 
light of the world, and the greatest per
sonal revelation of a merciful God, whose 
commandments are the ultimate law of 
our moral universe. Dear Lord, in Thy 
wondrous tenderness and wisdom, .draw 
our country near, that .tyranny and sin 
may no longer attain ancient power, but 
that our minds may be centered on 
justice and good will, putting aside all 
bitterness, anger, clamor, and evil speak
ing, and Thine shall be the glory and 
ours the blessing. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 

RETURN OF PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT 
OFFICES TO STATE OPERATION 

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted the following privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 494), which was re
ferred to the House Calendar and ordered 
to be printed: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
· (H. R. 4437) to provide for the return of 
public employment offices to State operation, 
to amend the act of Congress approved June 
6, 1933, and for other purposef?. That after 
general debate, which shall be confined to 
the bill and shall continue not to exceed 3 

hours, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and the ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Labor, the bill 
shall be read for amendment under the 
5-~inute rule. ·At the conclusion of th.e read
ing of the bill for amendment the Committee 
shall rise and report the same back to the 
House with such amendments as shall have 
been adopted and the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except one motion to re
commit. 

SCHOOL-LUNCH PROGRAM 
Mr. BATES of Kentucky, from the 

Committee on Rules, submitted the fol
lowing privileged resolution · (H. Res. 
495>, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered printed: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3370) to provide assistance to the 
States in the establishment, maintenance, 
operation, and expansion of school-lunch 
programs, and for other purposes. That after 
general debate, which shall be confined to 
the bill and shall continue not to exceed 2 
hours, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and the ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Agriculture, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 
5-minute rule·. At the conclusion of the 
reading of the bill for amendment the Com
mittee shall rise and report the same back to 
the House with such amendments as shall 
have been adopted and the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit. 

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF REPORT TO COM-
. MITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS BY ITS 

TECHNICAL STAFF RELATIVE TO THE 
ISSUES IN SOCIAL SECURITY 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from the 
Committee on Printing, I report <Rept.· 
No. 1490) a privileged concurrent resolu
tion <H. Con. Res. 121), and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That in accordance 
with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the Print
ing Act, approved Mar.ch 1, 1907, the House 
Committee on Ways and Means be, and is 
hereby, authorized and empowered to have 
printed for its use 4,000 additional copies 
of the report to the committee of its tech
nical staff relative to the issues in social 
security. 

'The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
A DEMOBILIZATION PROBLEM 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. PHILBIN addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
STRIKES AGAINST THE PUBLIO 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extent my 
remarks. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore: Is there 

objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, the. time 

is long overdue when this Government 
must take action to stop the strikes that 
are paralyzing the entire Nation. These 
Nation-wide strikes are occurring at tbe 
very time when every loyal American 
citizen should be doing his best for full 
production and reconversion. 

Those of us who have repeatedly advo
cated and supported some corrective la
bor legislation have been erroneously 
labeled "antilabor." The time has come 
that those who are promoting these 
strikes and who are blocking legislation 
pertaining thereto should accurately be 
described as "antipublic." . 

These current strikes are not strikes 
against employers, they are strikes 
against the public, they are strikes 
against the United States and all it 
stands for. I ask you, are these strikes 
fair to the returning veteran who cannot 
buy the things he needs because there 
is no production? Are these strikes has
tening the discharge of worthy members · 
of our armed forces; are these strikes 
strengthening the hand of the United 
States at the peace table? Are these 
strikes fair to the taxpayers and bond 
owners of the United States? 

Mr. Speaker, are these strikes fair to 
the farmers who receive such a small por
tion of the national income and who can 
never themselves strike? 

Again, I say, those people responsible 
for our strikes and those who are block
ing corrective action are most decidedly 
antipublic. 

UNION DISCRIMINATION AGAINST 
RETURNED VETERANS 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute, to revise 
and extend my remarks and include a 
letter from a returned serviceman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
(Mr. ANDERSON of California addressed 

the House. His remarks appear in the 
AppendiX.] 

EXTENSION OF REM~KS 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. STEWART asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix of the RECORD on two subjects, 
in one to include a letter from the Vet
erans' Associated GI Home Builders, and 
in the second to include a pamphlet on 
job training for veterans. 

Mr. STEFAN asked and was given per
mission to extend his own remarks in 
the RECORD and include therein a letter. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and include a letter from the California 
State Federation of Labor. 

Mr. ELLIS asked and wa::: given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix of the RECORD in two instances, 
in one to include a resolution from the 

Veterans of Foreign Wars in regard to 
immigration and in the other to include 
a letter from a soldier. j 

Mr. T.ALLE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include an exchange of cor
respondence batween the Postmaster 
General and himself with reference to 
the centennial of Iowa statehood. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas asked and was 
given permission to extend hi::; remarks 
in the RECORD and include a statement 
with regard to the activities of the Civil 
Air Patrol. 

Mr. BUFFETT asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix of the RECORD and include a 
radio address featuring Frank Scriven, 
national ofiicial of Amvets. 

ARGUMENTS FOR FEDERALIZATION OF 
THE EMPLOYMENT SERVICE 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, we will 

soon be again considering the matter of 
whether or not the United States Em
ployment Service should be returned to 
the States almost immediately. 

I have here a list of 12 reasons for the 
continued handling by Federal service 
for your consideration. I believe they 
cannot be answered successfully. They 
are: 

First. State employment services in 
many States were in 5uch a confused ' 
condition that it was necessary for the 
Federal Government to take the whole 
service over during wartime. Should 
they be returned to the States they 
would go back to the state of confusion 
existing before the war. 

Second. Standards of operation should 
be uniform throughout the country~ 
especially the relationships between the· 
Employment Service and labor organi
zations. 

Third. The United States Employment 
Service has gained the respect of the. 
community as a whole. The service was 
considered a relief agency before it was 
taken over by the Federal Government. 
If returned to the States it would go back 
to the foriner primary function of han
dling unemployment insurance claim
ants. 

Fourth. The Employment Service has 
taken on many added responsibilities 
toward the community, such as the 
preparation of surveys, occupational 
analysis, personnel assistance to em
ployers, special recruitment programs 
and many others. None of these items 
were considered during State operation, 
yet they are essential. 

Flfth. Clearance of labor between 
States has been greatly facilitated. 
Transfer of workers during State opera
tion was in a state of confusion. Many 
States prohibited any kind of transfer ·. 
of workers across the lines. 

Sixth. Under State operation the Em
ployment Service is _dependent upon the 
whims and fancies of 48 ditierent State 

h~gislatures for their budgets and their 
standards of operation. Some States 
may have a satisfactory system of local 
Employment Service and others have 
practically no system. 

Seventh. The various State officials 
would. use the Employment Service as a 
means of dispensing patronage especially 
for employment or public works. 

Eighth. A Federal system with uniform 
wages throughout the country attracts a 
much higher type of professional em
ployee. 

Ninth. Employment Service personnel 
:inay transfer from one State to another 
under the Federal operation. This has 
been a great benefit to employees because 
of health reasons. 

Tenth. Unless very specific standards 
for return to the States were set up, an 
entirely new personnel set-up will, there-
fore, be necessary. . 

Eleventh. By returning the Employ
ment Service to the State control, 48 dif
ferent systems of employment for vet
erans will become necessary. It would 
be just as reasonable to assume that there 
could be 48 different GI bills operating 
successfully. 

Twelfth. An intensive training pro
gram for personnel has become manda
tory under Federal operation. Very few 
States had any kind of satisfactory 
training_ program. 
ARMY TRUCKS HELD UP BY PICKET.LINES 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro· tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Kentucky? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I was amazed 

at the statement of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. ·ANDERSON] a moment 
ago. If the Army of the United States 
cannot get its meat trucks in and out of 
warehouses and through picket lines, I 
am wondering how the gentleman ex
pects a humble American soldier to beat 
through that picket line and get back to 
work when there is no work for him? I 
doubt very much whether the Congress 
itself could get him through. 

Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman 
from Virginia yesterday morning de
manded an _investigation by the House 
Military Affairs Committee as the arm of 
the House of Representatives, into the 
question of why it is that orders have 
been issued barring Army meat trucks 
from passing through picket lines-meat 
trucks, if you please, with food for the 
common population and for the soldiers 
as well-! immediately ordered the coun
sel for the Military Affairs Committee to 
set a hearing for 10 o'clock tomorrow 
morning in the House Military Affairs 
Committee room, at which time we will 
find out why such a policy has been· 
adopted by the War Department. This 
will be an open hearing and the press 
will be permitted to "3.ttend. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAY. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman said he 

doubted that Congress could get the ex-
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servicemen through the picket line to 
their work. If Congress does its duty, 
it can get them through. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I .ask 
unanimous consent that today, at the 
conclusion of any special orders hereto
fore entered, I be permitted to address 
the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
obj ~ction to the request of the gentleman 
fi·om l\1:ichigan? 

There was no objection. 
SEIZING OF PACKING INDUSTRY BY 

UNITED STATES 

Mr. '\VASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. 'WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I . 

believe we are all very happy to note 
that the President intends to take over 
the packing plants shortly; however, I 
regret that the President did not seize. 
the plants immediately and thereby pre
vent them frora closing down. By per
mitting the plants to close we have cut 
off the supply of one of our chief food 
items, meat. Closing the packing plants 
threatens the hold on living costs and 
opens up black-market operations. 

I do not wish at this time to enter into 
the merits of the disputes, but I am con
fident they can be expeditiously settled 
without a work stoppage. One of the 
largest packing-house plants in my dis
trict had virtually completed its nego
tiations and its employees had no inten
tion of walking out until ordered to do so 
l:)y the national officers. 
. The greatest sufferers as a result of 

this strike is the general public. Public 
health is endangered as is likewise the 
cost of living. Even though the Govern~ 
ment takes over the plants next Satur
day, it will take at least a week or two 
to get back to normal production. It is 
the fervent hope of all Americans that 
the CIO will follow the fine example set 
by the A. F. of L. and return to work 
pending the settlement of the issues in 
dispute. Any further delay can cause 
but dire results which can mean only 
suffering to the general public and huge 
profits to the black marketeers. 

POLITICAL STRATEGY 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I have be

fore me a very interesting document in 
the form of a news release from the Re- · 
publican National Committee with offices 
at 1337. Connecticut Avenue, Washing
ton, D. c. 

This release, going to the press ·of my 
district, is an attack on my voting rec- · 
ord. If I thought I were being singled 
out for special .attention I would feel 
honored. I am sure it is just a part of 
their over-all strategy to win control of 
the House in the Ei,ghtieth Congress. 

I am advised the committee has al
ready collected a huge slush fund for this 
purpose. Maybe I was right after all in 
asking for the repeal of the carry-back 
provision in the tax laws. At the rate 
they are going, they and their "big" busi
ness friends will no doubt be drawing on 
this tax refund before the "Ides of No
vember" roll around. · 

It was nice of them to tell my constitu
ents I have been absent on only two 
roll calls. They give their campaign 
strategy away by attacking my vote on 
domestic issues. They are silent on in
ternational matters. 

My 1944 campaign was a fight against 
utility domination. I welcome their at
tack. Come on in boys, the water is fine. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BAILEY asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include excerpts from an ed-
itorial appearing in PM. · 

Mr. SPENCE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include a letter from Mr. 
Charles S. Ryan, executive director of the 
N:..tional Institute of Municipal Law Of
ficers, and a ·resolution adopted by that 
organization. 

VACATING SPECIAL ORDER 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the special 
order allotted to me this afternoon be 
vacated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
LABOR AND MANAGEMENT 

Mr. LINK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for 1 
minute, and to revise and extend my re
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. LINK addressed the House. His 

remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
NEW JERSEY FARM PRODUCTION -

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include a brief newspaper 
article from the Courier-News, of Plain- . 
field, N.J. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. EATON addressed the House. His 

remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DE LACY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that tomorrow, at 
the conclusion of the legislative program 
of the day and following any special or
ders heretofore entered, I be permitted 
to address the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
DEMOBILIZATION OF THE ARMED 

FORCES 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to adress the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there · 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, for many 

weeks I have been trying to get Mem
bers to sign petition No. 9 to bring out 
my bill to discharge from the service men · 
who have been in the armed forces for 18 
months, or who have dependents at home 
to look after, or who desire to return to 
school. 

Today, Secretary of State Byrnes 
comes out and argues for quick with- ~ 
drawal of occupation armies from all 
countries except Germany and Japan. 
General MacArthur says that 200,000 are · 
as many as he will need in Japan. Surely 
we will not need over 200,000 in Ger
many. I agree with Mr. Byrnes. Why 
in the name of common sense should 
we have an army of occupation in Egypt? 

Why should we have an army of occu- · 
pation in the Philippines? , 

Why should we have an army of occu
pation in England? Why should we · 
have an army of occupation in France? 
I agree with Mr. Byrnes. We should 
pass a law now to bring these men home · 
and keep abroad only such men as are 
absolutely needed under the circum
stances. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

. Mr. DE LACY asked and was given per- · 
mission to extend his remarks in the . 
RECORD and include a newspaper article. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin asked and · 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in the RECORD and include an 
article that appeared in last Sunday's 
Milwaukee Journal. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
I make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I · 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

Adams 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Baldwin, Md. 
Baldwin, N.Y. 
Bates, Mass. 
Beckworth 
Bender 
Bloom 
Boren 
Boy kin 
Bradley. Pa. 
Brehm 
Brumbaugh 
Buckley 
Bulwinlde 
Bunker 

[Roll No.5] 

Byrne,N. Y. 
Canfield 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carlson 
Chapman 
Clippinger 
Coffee 
Cole, N.Y. 
Cooley 
Curley 
Dawson 
Delaney, 

James J. 
D'Ewart 
Dingell 
Dougias, Ill. 

· Engle, Calif. 

Fellows 
Fernandez 
Fisher 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Gardner 
Gearhart 
Gibson 
Graham 
Gross 
Hancock 
Hart 
Hartley 
Healy 
Hebert 
i ieffernan 
Herter 
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Hobbs 
Holmes, Mass. 
Hope 
Hook 
Johnson, Ill. 
Johnson, 

Lyndon B. 
Judd 
Keefe 
Kefauver 
Kelley, Pa. 
King 
Kirwan 
Knutson 
Luce 

McGUnchey 
Maloney 
Mat hews 
Miller, Calif. 
Monroney 
Morrison 
Murphy 
Norton 
OBrien, Mich. 
O'Toole 
Peterson, Ga. 
Plumley 
Poage 
Rayfiel 
Reed,N. Y. 

Rivers 
RiZley 
Roe, N.Y. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Russell 
Sadowski 
Scrivner 
Short 
Somers, N.Y. 
Sundstrom 
Traynor 
White 
Wickersham 
Winter 
Wolcott 

The SPEAKER On this roll call 332 
Members have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

By unanimous consent, fm·ther pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that today, fol
lowing any special orders heretofore en
tered, 1 may be permitted to address the 
House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAK....RR pro tempore. Is there 
objecti()n to the request of the g-entle
man fr()m Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, on yes
terday 1 was granted unanimous con
sent to e}.'tend my remarks in the RECORD 
and include an article, discussing the 
Columbia Valley Authority. I am in
formed by the Public Printer that this 
will exceed 2 pages of the RECORD and will 
cost $130, but I Rsk that it be printed 
notwithstanding that fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, notwithstanding the cost, the 
extension may be made. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WOODRtJFF asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. HINSHAW asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
REcoRD and include -a letter from the 
President of tbe Unired States Junior 
Chamber of Commerce and an address 
by its president. 

Mr. D' ALESANDRO asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
in the RECORD and include a newspaper 
article containing an address made by 
Sumner Welles, former Under Secretary 
of State. 

Mr. GEELAN asked and was given per
mission t() extend his remark'S in the 
RECORD and inciude a newspaper article 
from the Washington Times-Herald and· 
statements by Mr. J. H. Leib, national 
legislative secretary ()f the American Vet
erans of World Yt/ar II. 
INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 19417 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the biU (H. R. 5201) mak
ing appropriations for the Executive 
Oflice and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and omces, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1947, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House ·resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
oonsideration of the bill H_. R. 5201, witlh 
Mr. WI-IITTINGTON in the .chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRM..I\N. When the Commit

tee rose on yesterday, the Clerk had con
cluded the reading of the first paragraph 
of the bill, which included that part of 
the bill down to and including line 3 on 
page 2. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. ·· 

Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, after the 
Committee arose, I made a speech on this 
floor in which I referred to the effort ·on 
the part of the Communists and left
wingers to get rid of Mr. J. Edgar Hoover. 
I appreciate very mueh the observations 
and the support given me by the majority 
leader, the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. McCORMACK]. I want to give 
him proof, definite -proof, of what 1 
charged yesterday afternoon. 

I hold before you the January 22, 1946, 
copy of the New Masses, perhaps one of 
the most radical of the Communist pub
lications in this country. I -quote an 
article appearing on page 20 of that issue, 
which is entitled "Too Long." I want 
you to listen to this very carefully, · be:
cause it is very important: 

Dem-ocratic Americans have suffered tM 
presence of J. Edgar Hoov~r as Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation far too long. 
By one of the most expensive and high
powered publicity jobs on record, paid for by 
the Government, this man first imposed him
self on the American public as the glorified 
boy scout of the gang-buster days and .at 
a later periOd as the self-appointed preserver 
of American ideals. In actual fact, J. Edgar 
Hoover is one of the most notorious political 
desperadoes 1n the Government--a Red
baiting, labor-hating, narrow-minded enemy 
of democracy. It is high time the American 
people demanded his ouster and the complete 
reform of his ageney. 

Hoover's latest outburst took place on the 
occasion of his accepting !rom the hands of 
Cardinal-to-be, Francis J . .Spellman, the .an
nuai award of the Catholic Youth Organiza
tion of the New York diocese. Delivering 
himself of a. tirade against Communists and 
communism. he referred to "the evils -and 
corruption of American communism," .and 
he singled out for special attack the Ameri
can Youth for Democracy. 

It was no coincidence that this outburst 
occurred when millions of workers were strik
ing or preparing to strike on behalf of decent 
w~es and against the big trusts. In vilifying 
the Communists and the A YD, Hoover was 
employing an age-old tactic against the labor 
movement and all other progressive forees. 
Characteristically, the report <>f his r-emarks 
never mentions the word ... fascism." 

And that ends the article. 
I say to you that real Americans, and 

more especially American labor, owe al
legiance to and appreciation for the 
work of J. Edgar Hoover and his Fm. 
They are the one agency in this Govern
ment that has been especially able to 
cope with the Communist menace in this 
country today, and it is about time that 
we stamp these American Communists 
under heel once and for all. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. ChaJrman, wiU the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michiga._n. I yield. 

Mr. STEFAN. Is it not a fact that 
through<>Ut all <>f World War II there 
was not one case of organized sabotage in 
the United states., which was the result 
of the eflicient wo1·k of the FBI? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I will go 
further and say to tbe gentleman that 
there was not a single act of enemy sa.bo
tage·committed in this country in all the 
4 years of our participation in World 
War II and there was not one single act 
of espionage that they got away with. 
I suggest to the gentleman, as I said yes
terday, that everyone see the motion pic
ture Tbe House on Ninety -second Street. 

Mr. STEFAN. I have seen it. 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. That is 

a very factual . story in its portrayal of 
the excellent work done by the FBI in 
rounding up a gang of 31 enemy agents 
in one single night. 

Mr. STEFAN. I saw the Pli€View of 
The House on Ninety-seeond St reet. · I 
would like to state that many of the 
things you saw in that picture-were the 
results of the work done by the SUbcom
mittee on Appropriations f()r the Depart
ment of Justice and the appropriations 
made for the FBL Every one of the ap
Pl'opriations we made were justified. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigcm. May 1 
say to the gentleman who is a member 
of that Subcommittee on Appropriations 
for the Department of Justice that one 
of the greatest favors you can do for 
this country is to maintain adequate ap
pr-opriations for the F.ederal Bureau of 
Investigation. I repeat, they are a real 
organization, an American organizati{)n, 
and we need their help. 

Mr. STEFAN. I agree with the gen- . 
tleman. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman. may I say this to the gentle
man member of the Subcommittee on 
Appropriati-ons handling the FBI request 
that it is a well-established faet that in 
the past-for some years-through their 
activities the fines, the penalties im
posed by the courts on offenders un
covered by the FBI and their recovery 
of stolen property has often been six or 
seven times the amount of the appropri
ation granted by the Congress. In fact, 
I believe tn the year just passed when 
the FBI had its largest appropriation in 
history-the facts will reveal that the 
Treasury of the United States collected 
at l-east $2 for every dollar it cost us to 
maintain the FBI. 

There is one other observation I want 
to make in reference to this particular 
·issue of the New Masses. Yesterday I 
inferred that Mr. Paul H. Appleby, .pres
ent Assistant Director of the Budget, 
was a left winger in his line of thought 
and that he had once written to a certain 
party stating that a Government em
ployee had just as much right to be a 
Communist as a Democrat or a Republi
can. It is of interest, therefore, to note 
that on page 27 of this January 22, 1946, 
issue of the New Masses there appears a 
brief review of a new book written by 
Mr. Paul H. Appleby entitled "Big De
mocracy." I have not yet had an op
portunity to secure a copy of this book 
but shall .do so and read it at rriy earliest 
opportunity and may, perhaps, have oc-
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casion to refer to it later on the floor of 
this House. 

The American people owe a prayer of 
thanks for the FBI and the American 
Government and the American taxpayer 
has never suffered financially from its 
activit ies. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 

S9.laries and expenses: For all expenses 
necessary for the White House Office, includ
ing compensation of . the Secretary to the 
President, the two additional secretaries to 
the President and the six administrative as
sistants to the President at $10,000 each, and 
other personal services in the District of 
Columbia; not to exceed $3 ,000 for deposit 
in the general tund of the Treasury for cost 
of penalty mail as required by section 2 of 
th1 act of June 28, 1944 (Public Law 364); 
automobiles; printing and binding; and 
travel and official entertainment expenses of 
the President, to be accounted for on his 
certificate solely; $883,660: Provided, That 
employees of the departments and inde
pendent offices of the executive branch of 
the Government may be detailed from time 
to time to the White House Office for tem
porary assist ance. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment which 
is at the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CASE of South 

·Dakota: Page 2, line 21, after the figures 
"$E83,660," insert "which sum is hereby re
appropriated out of the unexpended bal
ances in the fund of $1,650,000 appropriated 
in the First Deficiency Appropriation Act 
1946 (Public 269, 79th Cong., ch. 539, 1st 
sess.) under the head "Executive Office of 
the President" and the subhead "Executive 
Mansion and Grounds" for an addition to 
the Executive Mansion, alternations, im
provements and furnishings and improve
ment of grounds, and any remaining unex
pended balance of said appropriation of 
$1,650,000 shall be returned to the Treas
ury." 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order against the 
amendment until the gentleman from 
South Dakota has proceeded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from South Dakota is recognized in sup
port of his amendment. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, the purpose of this amend
ment is to give us a chance to stop and 
take a look at the plans for the addition 
to the White House. 

When the deficiency bill was under 
consideration in the Senate, late in De
cember, a report was made for this $1,-
650,000 for working the White House over, 
with a simple little statement that it was 
for some improvements or some addition
al facilities down there. The. item wa.s 
agreed to by a majority of the conferees, 
apparently, in the pre-Christmas wind
up with little discussion. It was just one 
of those things "wanted by the Presi
dent." But the House never was told and 
the public never knew just what was con
templated until quite recently, wh~n con
siderable interest has developed, and it 
now appears that the program is to take' 
this $1,650,000 and change the face of 
the White House and alter the picture 
at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue quite con
siderably. 

The matter has attracted a great deal 
of at tention in the District, as those of 

you who have been reading the papers 
realize. The Interfederation Conference 
representing the various community cit
izens' associations of the District and 
surrounding ·suburbs have adopted reso-· 
lutions of protest. I read these opening 
paragraphs from a story in the Wash
ington Evening Star, of a night or two 
ago: 

The Interfederation Conference last night 
voted to oppose plans for extensions of the 
White House as prepared by the White House 
architect. "As citizens of the United States 
we are interested in the White House as 
the home of the President," declared Mrs. 
Franklin Antwell of the District Federation 
of Citizens Associations, who introduced the 
motion. "To add to it and make it a fu
turistic monstrosity is out of helping with 
the feeling we all have for the President's 
home." 

The Washington Post this morning re
ports that the White House secretary has 
invited congressional opponents of Pres
ident Trwnan's plan to spend $1,650,000 
altering the Executive Mansion to inspect 
the plans and then says: 

Representative HOWARD W. SMITH (Demo
crat, Virginia), one o~ the foremost objec
tors to the remodeling program, said that 
he would go right ahead with his plans for 
a joint resolution to Congress to delay con
struction; but that he would look at the 
sketches anyway. 

Representative John L. McMILLAN (Demo
crat, South Carolina), new chairman of the 
House District Committee, and Representa
tive RALPH H. DAUGHTON (Democrat, Vir
ginia) reaffirmed their original stand on the 
new building project. despite the invitation, 
and said they were sure "the whole thing 
will collapse when Mr. Truman realizes how 
Congress feels." 

Meanwhile, the Post continues, White 
House Architect Lorenzo S. · Winslow 
announced that. his staff "was forging 
right ahead with their work. He ampli
fied the invitation to the Members of 
Congress to take a look at the plans, the 
Post reports, but excluded from the invi
tation "representatives of architectural 
associations and representatives of his
torical associations and the District of 
Columbia Federation of Citizens' Asso
ciations." 

With all that opposition it would cer
tainly be unfair to the people of the 
community and the people of the coun
try if we would permit this appropriation 
of $1,650,000 to remain available for 
expenditure. 

So it occurred to me that a quick 
method of avoiding that is to provide 
the sum in this bill for the regular sal
aries and expenses of the White House 
office by reappropriation out of the un
expended balance in that $1 ,650,000 
building fund, and to require that the 
remainder shall go back to the Treasury. 
That is -exactly what the amendment 
does. It provides that the money already 
appropriated for the White House addi
tion be used to take care of this $883,000 
item for salaries and expenses in the 
White House, and put the balance back 
into the Treasury until the Congress can 
have a chance to look at these plans and 
know something about it, so that the 
architect will not, in his own words, "go 
forging ahead.'' 

I ask you to support the amendment 
for reappropriation which I have of!ered. 

It is the way in which Congress can act 
"in this matter and do it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Dakota has ex
pired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my desire to ad
dress my remarks to the statement made 

·by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BRADLEY] a few moments ago with refer
ence to the FBI. 

I agree with him thoroughly that the 
FBI should not be changed to any other 
department. It is one of the most valu
able agencies of this Government. But 
it should be made an independent 
agency. I have a· bill pending for that 
purpose. 

We have reached the time when we 
are going to have to have an intelligence 
service that will keep us informed as to 
what is going on throughout the world. 
We cannot afford to have another Pearl 
Harbor disaster. In this atomic age it is 
going to be necessary for us to know ...: 
just what other nations have in mind 
and .what other people are getting ready 
to do. In order to do that, our intelli
gence service should be independent of 
any bureaucrat, or any subordinate of
ficial, but it should be responsible di
rectly to the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr .. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I thor
oughly agree with what the gentleman . 
says and I believe he will agree with me 
when I say that the agency must be com
posed of personnel experienced in the 
work and not be directed by a lot 
of political amateurs like this man 
Schwarzwalter I mentioned yesterday. 

Mr. RANKIN. Of course not. We 
must have the very best trained investi
gators on earth. We need them now. 
Every alien ideology, or ev~ry agency of 
an alien ideology, that attempts to plant 
dynamite under this Government of ours 
or to lay the foundation for revolution 
or upheaval should be investigated by an 
independent agency that would not be 
responsible to any bureaucrats or other 
subordinate officials. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. I agree 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. RANKIN. I say that advisedly. 
This is very important. We need an 
independent FBI now. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. I am very glad to hear 
the gentleman express his views. The 
FBI has always been backed by this 
House. When the war started the FBI 
appropriation was about $7,000,000. 
During the war it rose to a sum in excess 
of $50,000,000, and it was very willingly 
and liberally given by this House for the 
FBI activities. Since the war has ended, 
and during the last year the appropria
tion has been substantially reduced
this year, at their own request-and we 
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are now making a study of the very m·at
ter about which the gentleman is talking 
at the present time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gen
tleman from Michigan that I am an ar
dent supporter of the FBI. There is no 
telling what would have happened in this 
country if it had not been for the FBI, 
and there is no telling what would have 
happened in this country if it had not 
been. for the Dies committee, the Com
mittee on un-American Activities, that 

. has worked along with the FBI in inves
tigating subversive activities that were 
designed to destroy this Republic. But · 
I want the FBI made an independent 
agency, I want it given all the power 
necessary to make investigations any
where in the United States or to keep us 
informed on conditions throughout the 
entire world, in order that America may 
never again suffer another Pearl Harbor 
disaster. · · 

If more attention had been paid to the 
FBI, in my opinion there would have 
been no Pearl Harbor disaster. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Let me 

suggest to the gentleman that as long as 
the FBI remains under a Government de
partment as it is at the present time they 
are not permitted to make one move un
less it is ordered by the Attorney Gen
eral, and it is conceivable that occasion
ally politics might enter into his selection 
of the direction of it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; and the Attorney 
General's department needs some mor:e 

· housecleaning, I will say to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. It is true 
right now. 

Mr. RANKIN. There are some men 
there that I do not want dominating the 
FBI. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Not long 
ago Attorney Ge·neral Tom Clark said he 
would not consider replacing Mr. Hoover, 
but he is not-al ways going to be the final 
boss. I am not criticizing Tom Clark. 
He is doing a good job, but he needs to 
clean house some more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw my reservation of a point of 
order and rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe this 
amendment requires much discussion. 

· I am sure the gentleman from South 
Dakota otiered it in all good faith. I 
may say that this item of $i,625,000 came 
to the Deficiency Subcommittee in De
cember. The committee had an oppor
tunity to study it or, rather, I believe it 
was added by the Senate and ·approved 
by the conferees. The House agreed to 
that amount. 

There has been a lot of propaganda 
going around as to whether that would 
destroy the present beauty of the White 
House. That is a question I am not able 
to go into and discuss thoroughly now 
and I am sure other Members are not 
until further investigation is made. 
However. the ·President feels he needs 

those offices and I think there is some 
weight in what he has to say. 

Since the House of Representatives 
and the Senate have passed on this item 
I think it only fair that we leave it 
there until we can make an investigation 
as to what effect it will have on the 
White House and if we feeL that we 
should not allow this appropriation there 
will be other rescission bills coming be
fore the House. This is not the place 
for a rescission bill, therefore the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
South Dakota sho.uld be defeated. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen
tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. How does 
the gentleman think we can step in and 
stop this when the architect says he is 
forging ahead with his plans? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. We can do it by 
a rescission bill. There will be rescission 
bills before the Congress. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The 
gentleman knows that consideration of 
rescission bills is being delayed. There 
is no certainty when they are going to 
be considered or when they will come up. 
Tbis is our opportunity to do something 
about it now and we can be put on record 
at this time. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. There is no cer
tainty either as to when they will start 
constructing these quarters. Nobody 
has announced the definite plan and, 
even though the architect says he is 
drawing the plans, I am sure the Presi
dent would be willing to give it further 
consideration if we make that request. 
If the gentleman wants to handle this 
in a proper way he· should submit a sepa
rate resolution, and I shall be glad to 
join him in reconsidering this problem 
because, as I say, I do not know whether 
we should proceed With this work or not. 
If the gentleman wants . to do it in a 
proper way be will submit a proper resolu
tion. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. What 
does the gentleman mean by a proper 
resolution? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. And I shall be 
glad to join in the consideration of that 
resolution. I shall be glad to join him 
in making representations to the Presi
dent of the United States about the mat
ter and ask that it be held up until we 
can consider it further. 

Mr ... CASE of South Dakota. What 
does the gentleman mean by saying "in 
a proper way"? The gentleman has had 
a cl;lance to make a point of order against 
the amendment. Apparently he con
sulted the Parliamentarian and found it 
was in order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. All right, I stand 
corrected. I say that we should not do 
it here, that we are doing it hastily. We 
have listened to a lot of propaganda, we 
have seen cartoons in the paper and we 
have listened to people who complain 
about anything. Some time back when 
we were contemplating building the Jef
ferson Memorial there was a lot of agita
tion on account of the Japanese cherry 
trees. People were opposed to that be
cause it would do away with one or two 
Japanese cherry trees. One woman even 

went down and chained herself to one of 
the trees so that they could not saw it 
down. Now somebody is chaining him
self to the White House so that we can.;. 
not change it in any way whatsoever. 
There may be some changes necessary. 
Therefore I feel that proper considera
tion bas not been given and that the 
amendment should be defeated. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Does not the gentlema,n 
believe it would be more important to 
take the material which would be used in 
this improvement to the White House 
and use it in building homes for pos
sibly a hundred returning veterans? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Oh, I do not know 
that the material used in the construc
tion · of this addition to the White House 
would be used in building homes for re
turning veterans. I do not know what 
material will be required. We do not 
know that it will be allocated for. that 
purpose. I am for building homes for 
returning veterans, but I do not think 
that has anything to do with this. I just 
do not think this has had proper consid
eration, and I do not think we ought to 
take this money back until we have given 
it proper consideration. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Did I understand the 
gentleman to say that some suggestion 
would be made to the President? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I said I would be 
glad to join the gentleman from South 
Dakota in making representations to the 
President of the United States to with
hold any plans until this is given further 
consideration. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. He is just a tempo
rary occupant of the White House. He 
does not own the building. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman 
I move to strike out the last two words: 

Mr. Chairman. right now is the time to 
deal with this item to spend $1,400,000 to 
build additions to the White House for 
ofilce purposes. It is rather interesting 
about this legislation, I notice, that you 
cannot strike out $1,400,000 from this bill. 
It is not designated in the bill. A motion 
to do that will not prevail for the reason 
that this is a reappropriation of unex .. 
pended funds. · 

Mr. Chairman, unexpended funds in 
the hands of any agency or in the hands 
of the administration ought to be re
turned to the Treasury and not diverted, 
as in this case, for a purpose not desig
nated by Congress. It is not the right 
way to do. There has been a great deal 
of discussion about spending a million 
and a half dollars for additions to the 
White House. I just do not believe that 

· this Congress, this House, or the general 
public, after carefUl study, really want to 
use the Executive Mansion, the White 
House, for Government offices. I know 
some offices need to be convenient to the 
office of the President. We have some 
there now. It is only recently. just dur-
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ing the past 3 or 4 weeks, that this thing 
first came to the attention of the Con
gress. Very few of us realized that such 
plans were under way. After all, this 
Congress certainly has a responsibility, 
and now is the time to assume that re
sponsibility, and the only chance we have 
at this moment to assume it is to support 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from South Dakota. Let us support 
that amendment. That will hold the 
thing in abeyance until we have a chance 
to study it. 

I thoroughly believe that we do not 
want to use the Executive Mansion for 
Government offices. There is the big 
Government building across the street 
from the 'White House from which the 
War Department moved to the great 
Pentagon Building. Why not use part 
of that building? 

There is a lot of history attached to 
the White House. It is the President's 
residence. It is the Executive Mansion. 
We can find plenty of places in the city 
of Washington to. provide offices if really 
needed. We have them already, as far 
as that is concerned, and we hope and 
pray that some time we will cut down 
some of the hundreds of offices in the 
city that came into use in the past few 
years. We will have plenty of available 
space, I am sure. So the least thing 
we can do is to support this amendment 
and hold the thing in abeyance. If we 
really need additional . office space for 
the executive department, let us pro
vide a separate building, and not attach 
it to the President's residence, the Execu
tive Mansion. It is not the right WRY to 
do. Furthermore, it does not set a real 
good example for this Congress to ap
prove the spending of $1,500,000 forma
terials to erect offices and reception 
rooms that are not immediately needed, 
when the money could better be used 
for building 300 or 400 inexpensive homes 
for veterans who have no place to stay. 

I have all the respect in the world for 
the view of the proponents of this proj
ect, but ther.e are plenty of reasons why 
you should not proceed further on this 
very expensive project. 

Mr. SMITH pf Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last three 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I expect to support this 
amendment, and I do so with some em
barrassment and some regret at having 
to do so. But I do not think the matter 
has been given the consideration that a 
matter of such importance ought to be 
given. I was a little surprised to hear the 
chairman of the committee say that he 
did not know whether we ought to do this 
to the White House or not. If we do not 
know whether we ought to do this thing, 
it does seem. to~ me, therefore, obvious 
that we ought to stop, look, and listen 
·before we do it. It is mighty hard to get 
a resolution to the floor here. Here is 
your opportunity to simply ask that this 
matter be delayed. Remember this, if 
you look at the history of this proposal, 
it did not come to the House when the bill 
was first presented here. The bill had 
passed the House, and over in the Sen
ate a little three-line message came up 
from the Bureau. of the Budget asking 
$1,6f0,000 for the purpose of some ad-

ditions or some repairs to the White 
House. It passed the Senate and came 
back to the House, and obviously never 
had any consideration whatsoever by 
either committee in tl;le House or in the 
Senate. 

This is one of the most valuable, his
toric spots that we have in the whole 
country. Do not let us destroy it with
out knowing what we are doing. I do 
not say that we should not do it when• 
we do know, but let us know before we · 
do anything, and if we do not do this 
now, I am afraid that the work is going 
to proceed, because I am informed that 
they are ready to go ahead and that cer
tain of the rooms down there have been 
cleared out, prep·aratory to the actual 
construction work. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. HENDRICKS: The gentleman 
from Virginia just stated it was surpris
ing to find that the chairman said he 
did not know whether this ought to be 
done or not, yet the gentleman himself 
turns around and says it has. not had 
sufficient study and he does not kriow. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. That is 
right. 

Mr . . HENDRICKS. Therefore, I am 
asking that we not do it here, but that 
we tal{e time a little later to take it up 
with the President and see whether it 
should be done or not. That is the only 
point I was making. The gentleman is 
in the same position I am. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. No; I am in 
exactly the opposite position frm~ my 
good friend from Florida. He and I 
both think we do not know whether this 
thing ought to be done. I ·therefore 
think that if we do not know we ought 
to wait until we do know. The gentle
man from Florida thinks that we do not 
know wllat we ought to do and, there
fore, we ought to do something that we 
do not know anything about. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Virginia has expired. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, ·I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the pending amendmenl; close in 12 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Ghair recog

nizes the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. STEFAN]. 
. Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
support the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE], for this reason: This may be only 
one of the steps toward destroying valu
able historic architecture in Washing
ton. It may well be the start oi an over
all program. You are very soon going to 
see some of this a-ctivity. One plan is 
the elimination of valuable architecture 
here in this Chamber. Your State seals 
will go with the plan to change this 
ceiling. Next will come the destruc
tion of certain valuable architecture in 
the Senate Chamber. A general stream
lined program is planned. For a number 
of years I have been opposing the at~ 

tempt to change the front of the Capitol 
Building of the United States. If that is 
.allowed it would destroy considerable 
valuable American architecture which 
should be preserved for the future. I 
am very jealous of American history and 
American architecture. Therefore, I 
support the amendment offered by the 
gentleman ·from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. EATON]. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, two sub
jects have been presented here, today 
both of which involve much more than 
appears on the surface. The attempt to 
supersede Mr. Hoover as head of the 
FBI has its origin in sinister and danger
ous forces that are determined to destroy 
our American form of government and 
our American way of life. It is the duty 
of eve.ry American-minded citizen to see 
to it that Hoover is kept in that job and 
that the FBI remains safe, separate, and 
distinct from the plottings of these 
assassins of our American way of life. 

As to the White House, I am going to 
vote for the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Dakota. It is not 
simply a question of enlarging the White 
House. We have in· recent years wit
nessed an enormous expansion of Execu
tive power and organization. It is grow
ing like a cancer every day. If it has be~ 
come necessary for the Executive being 
pushed irresistibly towards an Executive 
dictatorship in this country, to have a 
greater and greater force to do his will, 
then let us give him a building separate 
and distinct to be known as the Executive 
Dictatorship · Building, and let us leave 
the White House as a lovely but mourn
ful monument of the America that used 
to be free. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
DONDERO]. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, per
haps no one on this floor is more eager 
to preserve the historic landmarks of our 
Nation than myself who now stands in 
the well of the House. Some of the finest 
traditions of our country cluster within 
the walls of that majestic structure-the 
White House. Within it some of the 
richest history of our land is associated 
with every room. There the Nation's 
great leaders-our Presidents-labored 
and wrought for the American people. 
But in justice to the plan that has been 
drawn up to build an addition to the 
White House in order to provide space 
for the executive offices, I must say that I 
have looked at that plan and I cannot 
see that it in any way touches the White 
House itself. It is to be constructed on 
the street opposite the StEtte Depart
ment . . That it might obstruct the view 
or otherwise impair the aesthetic beauty 
of the White House may be true. Be 
that as it may, I can see no harm 
being done by delaying this matter. 
I hope the chairman of this committee 
might accept the amendment or at least 
the House now sitting as Committee of 
the Whole might accept the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. CAsE] and at least defer this 
item until some reasonable time when· it 

• 
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can be further considered. If the Prest,;, 
dent needs additional space and it can be 
justified, I think the House and the Con
gress should grant it and provide the 
space. But for the time being, it seems 
to me that nothing will be lost by defer
ring the matter at least a reasonable 
length of time. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MAHON]. 

Mr. MAHON. · Mr. Chairman, there 
has always existed in all administrations . 
a certain comity and agreement between 
.the legislative branch and the executive 
branch of the Government as to matters 
that more directly affect each branch. 
The President of the United States has 
asked for certain additional accommo-. 
dations at the White House. The Con
gress has taken action and approved that 
request. The request is not now being 
brought before you for the first time. It 
is a settled issue. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I cannot yield to the 
gentleman as I only have 3 minutes. 

Any man who has ever been in the 
White House to see the President realizes 
the inadequacy of the facilities there for 
the transaction of business.' Everybody 
in America knows that the Presidency 
is a man-killing job. I, for one, am will
ing to vote for appropriations which will 
make it possible for him to serve more 
efficiently the American people. I, for 
one, will support his request that a large 
reception room be built there in connec
tion with this improvement so that when 
delegations come there in large numbers 
to see the President they may have an 
opportunity to see their President. I 
mean that if a large delegation of vet
erans who may have an organizational 
meeting here, or others, want to come to 
see the President, it should be possible 
for them to go to the White House and 
see him. But, as it is, they cannot 
crowd themselves into the small inade
quate office accommodations that are 
there now. I believe in a President who 
is accessible to the American people to 
as great a degree as may be possible. 
The foreign potentate may isolate him
self from t}:le people of his country, but 
I want Harry . Truman or any other 
President of any party to have adequate 
acc~mmodations at the White House in 
order to carry out the responsibilities of 
the Presidency, and in order to see these 
groups of citizens who may go to the 
White House from time to time. The 
White House has been remodeled from 
time to time during both Democratic and 
Republican administrations. This is an 
addition to make more serviceable to the 
American people the wholly inadequate 
facilities of the Presidential office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. All 
time has expired on the amendment. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Soutn 
Dakota [Mr. CASE]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. HENDRICKS) 
there were-ayes 110, noes 41. · 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
_ Mr. FVLTON. ~. ·c:Qairqlan, 1; oft:e~: 
an amendment, which is at the desk. 

The Clerk read ·as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FuLToN: On 

page 2, line 15, after the semicolon, insert 
"to the wife of the President a salary of 
f10,000 per year as services for maintaining 
the White House establishment, not to be ex
pended as the President ·may determine";. 
and in line 21 strike out "$883,660" and in
sert "$893,660." 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
·reserve a point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
added an extra item of salary to someone 
who has long been neglected. That is the 
wife of the President of the United States, 
who runs not a house, not just the White 
House, but an institution. This par
ticular person in this particular instance 
has previously received a salary of $4,500 
per year as the wife of a Senator. She 
had been the secretary of the President 
when he was in the Senate. She has now 
been promoted to the wife of the Presi
dent of the United States, and has been 
demoted by $4,500 per year. 

As the wife of the President she has 
greatly added .responsibilities. She is 
known as the First Lady of the land. 
She has that status, whether she has been 

· elected to it or not. She is the only case 
of involuntary servitude in the United 
States of America. She serves com
pletely without pay, completely without 
expenses, could not resign from the po
sition if she wanted to. 

In this case we should give this First 
Lady of ours her due recognition. She 
has to travel to conventions of many 
lodges. She has to receive women from 
all p~rts· of the country. She has to hold 
press conferences either directly or 
through her assistants. Those are duties 
that must be recognized. In addition to 
that, she has the duty of supervising the 
expending of all the money for the 
maintenance of the household in the 
White House. She supervises ·the ser
vants. She supervises the purchases. 
She ha...; secretaries who work for her and 
who are paid, but she herself is paid not 
one red cent by the people of the United 
States. 

I myself think it is about time we 
recognize those services and gave her 
some just compensation. The Congress 
has previously done things for the wives 
of Presidents who have died, but we sure
ly should recognize the wives of Presi
dents who are living, who are in there 
working on their job · every day. Of 
every brickbat that is thrown at the 
White House, you may be ,gure Mrs. Tru
man, or any succeeding President's wife, 
will receive her full share. The wife 
of the President has to stand the criticism 
because she is a public figure. She has to 
remain in the White House whether she 
wants to or not. She has to serve 4 years 
and she is now serving without any pay 
whatever. May I add also that she even 
has the burden of entertaining Congress 
from time to time, because we Members 
are invited up th~re both from the up
per House and the lower House; and, be
lieve me, that .is some burden, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex
pired. 
. Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Cbairman, 
while t may concede there is some merit 

to ·the proposal of the gentleman froni 
Pennsylvania, I make the point of order 
against the amendment that it is an 
appropriation not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WHITTINGTON). 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
FULTON] offers an amendment in the 
following language: 
· On page 2, line 15, after the semicolon, 
insert "to the wife of the President a salary 
of $10,000 per year as services for maintain
ing the White House establishment, not to 
be expended as the President may deter
mine"; and in line 21 strike out "$883,660" 
and insert "$893,660." 

· The gentleman from Florida makes 
the point of order that it is an appro
priation not authorized by law. Clearly 

. it. is an appropriation not authorized by 
law. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 
By unanimous consent the pro forma 

amendments were withdrawn. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 

Salaries and expenses: For all expenses 
necessary for the work of the Bureau of the 

. Budget, including personal services 1n the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere, contract 
stenographic reporting services, traveling 
expenses, purchase and exchange of law
books, books of reference, newspapers and 
periodicals (not exceeding $12,500) , teletype 
news service (not exceeding $1,350), mainte
nance, repair, and operation of three passen
ger-carrying automoblles for official use, not 
to exceed $1,570 for deposit in the general 
fund of the Treasury for cost of penalty 
mail as reqUired by section 2 of the act of 
June 28, 1944 (Public Law 364), and not to 
exceed $38,750 for temporary employment of 
persons or organizations by contract ot 
otherwise without regard to section 3709 of 
the Revised Statutes, or the Classification 
Act of 1923, as amended, $3,044,880. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. TABER: On page 

3, line 23, after "$3,044,880" st rike out the 
period and insert a colon and the following: 
"Provided, That none of the funds herein in 
this paragraph appropriated to the Bureau 
of the Budget shall be used for any salary 
or expense connected with the operation of a 
Government information stfrvice." 

Mr. TABER. Mr . . Chairman, for 
many years this Office of War Informa
tion has been conducted under Executive 
orders, allotments, and that sort of thing. 
At the present time with the wind up 
of the OWI this was transferred by the 
President to the Budget. The worst 
thing about that is that this is not a 
budgetary function, it is an administra..: 
tive function and if we are going to per
mit the Bureau of the Budget to be 
loaded up with ad~inistrative functions 
we will ruin the Bureau of the Budget. 
' This item calls for $416,000. The ap
propriation has been cut a moderate 
amount, ~ot an excessive amount, by the 
committee, but mure important than 
cutting an appropriation is to keep the 
Bureau of the Budget· in a position where 
it does its work proper!~. If you give 
the Bureau of the Budget functions that 
are purely administrative in character 
we are going to ruin any effectiveness ori 
the part of the Bureau of the Budget as 

. p_rqvided. fpr in the ge_ne_ra,l b'qdget law 
of 1920. - · · · 
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If the Bureau of the Budget is going 

to do all sorts of administrative work, it 
will spread and spreau, and instead of 
doing the work which it was set up to do, 
keeping appropriations and estimates 
from the President and requests for ap
propriations under control, it will prove 
to be a menace to the Government of the 
United States. Rather than contrib:. 
uting to economy and orderly practice, 
as well as orderly government, it will re
sult in extravagance. 

I hope that the amendment I have 
offered will be adopted and that we can 
stop this monstrous way of loading up 
the functions of a Bureau that was set · 
up by Congress to do a real service. We 
will really wreck that institution, · the 
Bureau of the Budget, by giving it these 
additional administrative functions. I 
hope that the House will unanimously 
accept this amendment and that we may 
have no· further action of that character. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise .in opposition to the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TABER]. 

;Mr. Chairman, there might be a little 
more merit in the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER] if it effected any savings in the 
Budget; however, I noticed that his 
amendment does not strike out any of 
the money appropriated. 

. I may say that this Bureau of Infor
mation does serve the President, because 
it gives daily reports of opinions through
out the country to the President of the 
United States. As busy as the President 
is, it is impossible for him to glean from 
the newspapers and radio comments 
what the people are thinking and I think 
it is extremely important that he know 
what they are thinking. 

Mr. Chairman, the Budget estimates 
contained $411,530 for this particular 
service. In committee we made a very 
substantial reduction in the estimates 
for the Bureau of the Budget, reducing 
their proposed increase by one-half. On 
that basis t)lere remains in the bill at 
this time for the Government Informa
tion Service only $205,765. This will per..: 
mit the employment of only 75 persons 
instead of 150 as proposed in the esti
mates. Prior to the war this service was 
rendered by the Office of Government Re• 
ports, Title 3, paragraph 54 of the 
United. States Code e.stablishes this 
agency in the Executive Office of the 
President and authorizes an annual ap
propriation of $1,500,000. So we have 
included in the bill only one-seventh of 
the total amount of the authorization. 
In 1940 the appropriation was $83o:ooo 
and the personnel employed totaled 304. 
The service has two well-defined mis
sions, aiding the public and other agen. 
cies in securing information, and serving 
Members of Congress, the President, and 
practically all executive departments 
with news and other information. By 
special arrangement with the Post Office 
Department all letters addressed to the 
Government---Uncle Sam-the Informa.
tion Service, and so forth, are sent to 
this office. There was 42,594 such letters 
handled in 1945. 

Last year 186,904 telephone calls were 
received. More than 3,000 calls were 
from Members of Congress. 
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This service also publishes the Goveni~ 
ment Manual, with which you are all 
·familiar. It is a very useful document. 
Two editions, totaling 64,005 copies, were 
printed during the last fiscal year and 
4,010 copies were distributed to Members 
of Congress, the Supreme Court, and 
so forth. · 

A further service is the distribution of 
Government publications to approxi
mately 3,300 public and school libraries. 

During the 12 months beginning No
vember 1, 1944, 3,526,466 clippings were 
sent out, 190,880 to Members of Congress 
and special committee& requesting the 
service, 134,197 to the White House, and 
3,201,369 to departments and agencies. 
The clipping service has made possible 
reduction in the number of newspapers 
subscribed to by departments and agen
cies, as well as reduced to a minimum 
the need for personnel in the depart
ments and agencies being assigned to 
reading and clipping daily papers. 

So it is apparent, Mr. Chairman, that 
there is a real need for a centralized 
information service of this kind, and 
I hope the Committee will retain the 
small amount remaining in . the bill for 
this activity. As I have· said, the item 
has already been cut in two by our com
mittee in reporting the bill to the House. 

So it is apparent, Mr. Chairman, that 
there is a real service connected with it 
if we are willing to go into it. We have 
made a substantial reduction by cutting 
it in half, leaving only $205,000. I hope 
the Committee will defeat this amend
ment. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman,- I rise to support this 
amendment which has been presented 
by the gentleman from ~ew York. I can
not see in the arguments thus far pre
sented against it that the funds have 
any place in the budgetary set-up in the 
bill we are now considering. I want to 
go on record here and now that I am for 
any attempt to eeonomize in this bill, 
with the exception of one section. 

I received information yesterday that 
there are plans afoot to disband and 
close some of the veterans' hospitals in 
the country. I say to you that the GI 
bill of rights outlined definitely the 
promise that this Congress and the coun
try were to establish adequate medical 
and hospital facilities for veterans, and 
you cannot get away from that function, 

Mr. 'PRmST. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

l\tfr. PRIEST. The gentleman stated 
that he understood that some of the vet
erans' hospitals are to be closed. Does 
the gentleman refer to Army hospitals or 
veterans' hospitals that have already 
been established? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I refer 
to the Rhoads General Hospital, in Utica. 
That has been used throughout the war. 
It was my understanding, until some in
formation I just recently received, that 
it was the intention of the Veterans' Ad-· 
ministration to use this for a veterans' 
hospital. Now they are going to close 
it. I tell you that this will create chaos 
throughout the central part of New York. 

I want to go on record as protesting any 
such policy. I am not necessarily con
demning the committee, but I do say that 
the Veterans' Administration is making 
a great mistake to close hospitals at the 
present time when additional facilities 
to take care of the dearth of medical 
attention are not yet authorized. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MAHON. Is it not true that the 
Veterans' Administration insists upon 
closing some of these hospitals on the 
ground that they are not adequate to give 
the veteran the treatment he really 
should have, and that new hospitals 
should be constructed in order to meet 
the need? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. My 
answer to the gentleman is, why do they 
not wait until they have some adequate 
facilities? They are taking· away a hos
pital in central New York, and this will 
deprive several hundred thousand vet
erans of the medical attention we guar
anteed them in the GI bill of rights. For 
the life of me, I cannot understand a pol
icy of that kind. I have repeatedly said 
that instead of closing hospitals the 
policy of the Veterans' Administration 
should be to expand them and to build 
more, if it has to go into every nook and 
cranny and corner of the country. I do 
not care where these hospitals are just 
so long as they have them. The Vet~ 
erans' Administration must have an in
creasing number of them. We cannot 
let the veterans down, we cannot give 
those boys that have gone away to fight 
an opportunity to say that they are be
ing neglected, and particularly those who 
need hospital and medical attention. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. They can
not build a sufficient number of new 
facilities because they cannot get the 
material, thanks to the OPA, that has 
tied up brick and lumber and other 
materials. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. That is 
all the more reason for my protesting 
the closing of Rhoads Hospital and the 
other veterans' or Army hospitals in the 
country. It is a disastrous situation. 
It will deprive the young men in my 
section-in the triple-cities area of Bing
hamton, Johnson City, and Endicott, 
close to Utica-of the medical and hos
pital attention they must and should 
have. It is a disastrous policy. I hope 
the committee will investigate the situa
tion and not allow these hospitals to be 
closed. · 

Mr. MAHON. The committee allowed 
every dollar that was requested for vet
erans' hospitals because this committee 
is most anxious to provide every possible 
facility for the veterans. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Does 
the gentleman mean by that that they 
are increasing the number of dollars to 
be used for hospitals in the Veterans' 
Administration? 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly; there is a 
large item in here for new construction 
of hospitals. 
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Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. That 

may be true, but it still indicates that 
somebody is not on the job when they 
come along and close a great hospital like 
Rhoads General Hospital at Utica, in 
central New York, where so many hun
dreds of thousands of veterans need 
attention. 

May I make one more point? I hope 
the policy will be continued to locate 
these _ veterans' hospitals in home com
munities wherever it may be possible. I 
do not relish the idea-and I know that 
hundreds of thousands of relatives of 
servicemen do not relish the idea-of 
having to travel thousands of miles to 
visit their loved ones who are veterans · 
in hospitals. As the matter now stands, 
it will be necessary for our veterans to 
go thousands of miles to get any atten
tion they need. 

I hope the Committee will reconsider 
this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that debate on 
this amendment and' all amendments 
thereto close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog· 

nizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REES.] 
· Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I think this Committee ought to be im
pressed with the statement of the gen· 
tleman from New 'York that the func· 
tion of this activity is not a budgetary 
function. I think we ought to also be 
impressed with this thought: When an 
agency once gets started in this Govern
ment, it proceeds immediately to spread 
itself out all over the place. That is 
what this agency did . . You see, this 
agency was created out of emergency · 
funds. The Congress refused funds for 
this agency in the beginning, but the 
thing has just gone on and on. ·During 
the war it designated itself as a war 
agency to furnish war news and war serv
ice. Now it wants to be perpetuated as 
a peacetime service for Congress and for 
the people of this country. It is alleged 
the President needs it. Needs it for 
what? How does it help him? It is not 
claimed it serves to assist the President 
in securing information for the Bureau 
of the Budget. Much has been said 
about information and publications fur
nished Members of Congress by this 
agency. I would like to see any Member 
of this House rise to his feet and tell 
me that any publications that he received 
from this agency ever did him or his 
office a bit of good. It is claimed Mem.:. 
bers of Congress received thousands of 
publications from this agency. Let him 
ten me that he received any of these 
publications that were of any value 'to 
him. J.f you will investigate the thing, 
you will fir.~.d that they are nothing more 
nor less than duplications of other pub
lications, or, at least, t~e information 
received was not of any particular value 
to yot~r office. Certainly not worth what 
it cost. Now here is a chance to save a. · 

.few hundred thousand dollars without 
injury to anybody, and at the same time 
you will save the employment of 145 em
ployees whom you do not need on the 
Federal pay rolL 

You talk about cutting Federal ex
penditures. Here is just one little 
chance to make just a gesture to show 
that you are going to do that very thing, 
I say to you the agency is not worth 
the money. It is not a budgetary mat
ter anyway. You ought to support the 
amendment offered by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am glad to 
yield to the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Is it not a 
fact that this organization was set up 
out of the President's emergency funds 
some years ago after the Congress had 
expressly refused to appropriate funds 
for the purpose? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. That is correct. 
Congress turned the thing down. .They 
said, "No; we will not appropriate the 
funds. We do not want it." And after 
that, in spite of that action, the admin
istration spent the taxpayers' money to 
support this thing whic.h, if it ever had 
any value at all, has no value now, and 
I do not believe it is worth the money. 
Here is a chance to save just a little bit 
of money if you will, perhaps just a 
couple :P,undred thousand dollars. . At 
the saiPe time, let the Budget function 
in its own place and not go out in a 
field where it has no business. I trust 
this Committee will see fit to support the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair .recog
nizes the gentleman from Texas EMr. 
THOM!.S]. 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Mr. ;Chair
man, I hope that this amendment will be 
defeated. It is very seldom that I dis
agree with my distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER], 
but I find in this instance I am in dis
agreement with him. We of this sub
committee considered at some length the 
striking out of all the funds for this 
function in the White House. But after 
much consideration, I might say, we 
came to the conclusion that we would 
not destroy this particular function but 
we did reduce the all)ount 50 percent 
in terms of dollars and cents. That is 
a sizable cut. I think every M~mber 
of the House will agree with me on that 
point. 

It has been stated that this function 
was created with emergency funds. If 
I am in error I would like to be cC>r
rected. On June 9, 1941, the President 
approv.ed an act of Congress authorizing 
an annual appropriation of $1,500,000 to 
the Office of Government Reports in the 
Executive Office of the President. If we 
adopt the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER] 
we will absolutely wipe out that function, 
as far as this particular bill is concerned, 
because it has no money with which to 
·operate. 

Another point: I think it puts the 
House in a very bad light. Here is a c!l-

ordinate branch of government coming 
to the appropriating agency of this Gov
ernment and saying to us, as -our co- -
equal, the President, if you please, "I 
need this money to run my part of my 
responsibiliti.es in this Government." 
Should we deny it on that basis? 

Whenever this House or the other 
body needs funds for its own function, 
does the President of the United States 
question that? 

The funds for this purpose are divided 
into three parts: Fot the Government 
manual; for the clipping service, which 
is for his own use and the use of his 
agencies; and for letter writing, 

Last year they answered over 42,000 
letters. They answered more than 185,-
000 telephone calls. Is there a Member 
of this House whose mail has not in
creased from 50 to 100 percent since last 
August? We all know what has hap. 
pened with reference to our own mail. 
Certainly, by the same token; we must 
realize that the volume of mail going to 
the White House, that this organization 
answers, must have increased likewise 
from ·50 to · 100 percent. All in all I 
think we have done very, very little for 
the White House in this regard. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman would in 
nowise contend that this was a proper 
budgetary function, would he? 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Yes. I dis
agree with my friend. 

Mr. TABER. All of these things are 
administrative functions and not proper 
budgetary functions. 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. But my friend 
would expect the President of the United 
States to attend to this himself? 

Mr. TABER. Then he should put it 
in some agency, where they have regu
lar administrative activities, instead of 
in the Budget. 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Well, after 
all, this is for the use and benefit of the 
President of the United States. Why 
not let him say where he wants this 
function to rest? . Is it our duty to tell 
him how to run his shop? 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. MAHON. Is it not true that the 

President does rely and is compelled to 
rely heavily upon the Bureau of the 
Budget for information, for factual data. 
and assistance, and is it not true that 
Mr. Harold Smith is a very able arm 
upon which the President can rely in 
these matters? 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. I thank the 
gentleman for that observation. 

Let me point out that the legislation 
creating this agency expressly says it 
must be in the executive office of the 
President of the United States. 

I hope the amendment will be rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Texas has expired. 
All time has expired. 
The questio-n is on the amendment of

fered by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TABER]. ' . 
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The question was taken; and on a di

vision <demanded by Mr. TABER) there 
were-ayes 67, noes 51. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered and the Chair · 
appointed as tellers Mr. TABER and Mr. 
HENDRICKS. . 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
86, noes 81. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

EMERGENCY FUND FOR THE PRESIDENT 

Emergency fund for the President: Not to 
exceed $5,000,000 of the appropriation "Emer
gency fund for the President," contained 1n 
the First Supplemental National Defense 
Appropriation Act, 1943, as supplemented 
and amended, is hereby continued available 
until June 30, 1947. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I 
make a point of order against the para
graph just read on the ground there is 
no legislative authority for the appro
priation proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Florida desire to be heard on the 
point of order made by the gentleman 
from Idaho? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
will leave that to the discretion of the 
Chair. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. DwoRSHAK] makes a 
point of order against the paragraph on 
the ground that the · appropriation is not 
authorized by law. The Chair has .stated 
to the gentleman in charge of the bill, 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. HEN
DRICKS], that he would be glad to hear 
him. In the absence of any statement 
to the contra.ry, the Chair is bound by 
the statement of the gentleman from 
Idaho and, therefore, sustains the point 
of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Salaries and expenses: For salaries and ex
penses of the Federal Communications Com
-mission in performing the duties imposed by 
the Communications Act of 1934, approved 
June 19, 1934 ( 48 Stat. 1064) , the Ship Act of 
1910, approved June 24, 1910, as amended 
(46 U. S . C., 484-487), the International 
Radiotelegraphic Convention ( 45 Stat., pt. 2, 
p. 2760), Executive Order 3513, dated July 9, 
1921, as amended under date of June 30, 
1934, relating to applications for submarine 
cable licenses, and the radiotelegraphy pro
visions of the Convention for Promoting 
Safety of Life at Sea, ratified by the Presi
dent July 7, 1936, including personal services, 
contract stenographic reporting services, 
rental of quarters, newspapers, periodicals, 
reference books, lawbooks, special counsel 
fees, supplies and equipment, improvement 
and care of grounds and repairs to buildings 
(not to exceed $17,500), purchase (not to 
exqeed six used or surplus), maintenance, 
operation, and repair of passenger automo
biles for offici~ use in the field, travel ex
penses (not to exceed $130,000), purchase of 
land and the construction of buildings and 
antennas (not to exceed $130,000), not to 
exceed $14,400 for deposit in the general fund 
of the Treasury for cost of penalty mail as 
required by section 2 of the Act of June 28, 
1944 (Public Law 364), reimbursements to 
ships o:t the United States for charges in
curred by such ships in transmitting infor
mation in compliance with section 357 of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 

$5,560,000, of which amount not to exceed 
$2,984,000 may be expended tor personal 
services in the DiStrict of Columbia. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WIGGLESWORTH: 

On page 10, line 21, after the words "as 
amended" strike out the figures "~5,560,000" 
and insert the figures "$5,310,000." 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I expressed at some length in my 
remarks on the floor yesterday my views 
with respect to the appropriation for this 
agency. 

When the Bureau recommendation in 
the amount of $6,060,000 was received, 
that recommendation compared with an 
appropriation of $1,800,000 for the fiscal 
year 1940 just prior to the war, and with 
$2,255,000 for the current fiscal year for 
regular activities. 

In addition, in the current fiscal year 
there was made available $2,434,000, 
largely for the Foreign Broadcast Intel
ligence Service and -the Radio Intelli
gence Division, both .~of them classified 
heretofore as national defense activities. 

The Budget recommendation was 
equivalent to the full appropriation for 
fiscal 1946 for both regular activities and 
national defense activities, plus an over
all increase of about $1,000,000. It con
templated an enormous increase 1 all 
along the line; an increase reflected in 
almost every function and division of the 

· agency, an increase in personnel from 
1,245 to 1,613; an increase in other ob
ligations of the agency of 400 percent 
compared to regular activities or 100 per
cent compared to c..:ombined activities. 

If my memory serves me right, the in
creases in respect to various functions of 
this agency were asJligh as 80 percent. 

Now the committee has reduced the 
Budget recommendation by $500,000. 
But after that reduction has been made, 
after making allowance for pay increase 
as the result of Public Law 106, after 
making allowance for an increase car
ried in a recent deficiency bill, we find 
that the agency still has about $500,000 
over and above the appropriation which 
it had during the current fiscal year. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. · 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman is quite 
familiar with the operation of this Com
mission, having been on the investigating 
committee, and is acquainted with many 
people dealing with it. In the gentle
man's opinion, is it not a fact that if 
that Commission went to work and did 
its job, that it could be up to date with 
the work very shortly with the force 
that it riow has? 

Mr. "WIGGLESWORTH. I will say 
to the gentleman that I do not know 
that I am expert enough to answer the 
question, but that I consider I have 
very expert opinion, which is exactly to 
that effect. 

Mr. Chairman, I concede that there is 
an increase in. work load. I concede that 
there are certain new developments in 
the Commission's field of activity. In 
my judgment, however, the proposed in-

crease of $500,000 recommended is alto
gether too great. In these times we have 
got to cut down and omit some of the 
things that we would like to do. 

The purpose of my amendment is to 
reduce the committee recommendation 
by $250,000. It cuts the increase recom
mended by your committee in half. It 
leaves the agency with $250,000 more 
than the total appropriation which it has 
had during the current fiscal year. I 
think it is a moderate proposal: I hope 
it will meet with the approval of the 
House. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the desire to save 
money is laudable on the part of any
one. Certainly I know that my friend 
from Massachusetts is sincere. He is the 
ranking member of this committee. We 
have worked together and discussed 
these matters, and I know his only de
sire is to save money. I know he would 
not ·.vant to deprive the Federal Com
munications Commission of the neces
sary personnel and help to serve the 
public. I know also that the gentleman 
fully realizes, even though he did not 
discuss it thoroughly, the new develop
ments, scientific developments, which 
have put an additional work load on 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion. 

I think we did a pretty good job when · 
we cut this bill $46,000,000 ·below what 
the President estimated for the year. A 
part of that cut was $500,000 for the Fed
eral Communications Commission. 

Mr. Chairman, just to give the Com
mittee an idea of what the Federal Com
munications Commission has to do, let 
me give you just an idea of how many 
applications they have before them at 
this time as compared with 1937 and 
1938. In 1937 they had to handle 914 
applications. In 1938 they had to handle 
939. During the war they had to do a 
lot of war work, and no one can deny 
that. 

At the present time they have two new 
developments, FM, that is, frequency 
modulation, and television. In FM alone 
they have 747 applications this year, 
almost as many as they had altogether 
in 1937. In television they have 156. 
In standard and other applications they 
have 1,484. This makes a total of 
2,387 applications, as compared with 
those they had in 1937 and 1938, prewar 
years. They also have a backlog that 
they have to take care of, because of the 
fact they had to do war work. 

There are many other kinds of work 
they have to handle. They have ap
plications in aviation, emergency, ex
perimental, miscellaneous services, fixed 
public, ships, public, and coastal tele
phone and telegraph-3,289 applications, 
making about 6,000 applications they 
have before them at this time that they 
have to process. 

The gentleman may be an expert on 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion. I am no expert, but it does not 
take an expert to see that the Federal 
Communications Commission has a lot 
.of work to do and that they · are serving 
the public. I do not think any other cut 
.is justified in this item. I feel that the 

r 
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House should give them all the commit
tee has recommended. 

Let me read this brief statement to 
You from the report. 

During the war there were very rapid de
velopments in the field of radio, and, as a 
result, outstanding advancements are occur
ring in the communications industry. With
in a few years there will be in existence sev
eral times as many broadcast stations
standard, FM, television, and others-as now 
exist. The safety and special service trans
mitters ·will increase from a few thousand to 
a few hundred housand. There will be strik
ing advancements from the commercial ap
plications of radar and other electronic de
velopments of the war. Develo"pments in 
connection with the telegraph and telephone 
systems will have far-reaching effects upon 
every phase of the common-carrier actiivty. 
The committee is of the opinion that the 
funds recommended are the minimum with 
which the Commission can do its part in 
meeting the rapid developments set forth 
above. 

Mr. Chairman, I challenge any Mem
ber of Congress to go down to the Fed
eral Communications Commission and 
see if anyone is sitting around holding 
his thumbs. If you will inquire. of your 
own constituents, you will find that there 
are applications before the Federal Com
munications Commission that they have 
not acted upon because they have not 
had the time during the war. They do. 
not now have the personnel to keep up 
with the advancement in science, and 
they are not going to have it unless we · 
give them the money we have recom
mended in this bill. I say that a cut of 
$500,000 is enough, and I hope the Com
mittee will defeat this amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. MAHON. Is it not .true that we 
are on the threshold of a tremendous de
velopment in frequency modulation and 
television broadcasting and that a tre
mendous backlog of about 1,500 applica
tion has piled up? Is it not also true 
that if the people are to have the radio 
service which they deserve and desire we 
must provide for the personnel to handle 
these applications so that the applica
tions may be acted upon, not only acted 
upon, but acted upon wisely? And is 
that not the reason why this cut should 
not be made? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Of course, the 
gentleman is right. If anybody will read 
the testimony adduced in the hearings, 
I a~ sure this cut could not be justified. . 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be difficult for 
the Members to believe what J.s involved 
here. There is not a Member of Con
gress who does not, when he goes back 
to his district, talk about the growth of 
Federal employment. There is not a 
Member of the Congress who at some 
time or other has not told the people of 
his district that when the war is over 
he will insist that the Government cut 
down the army of Federal employees. 

Now, of all the agencies that were pre
sented to this committee, the Federal 
Communications Commission asked for 

the most astounding appropriation. 
They admitted that in 1939, the last year 
before the war, the total amount of their 
budget was less than $2,000,000, far less 
than $2,000,000. It was less than $1,800,-
000. Actually, it was only $1,776,000. 
·That is $124,000 less than $2,000,000. 
Yet, here for the first postwar year, they 
ask for $6,086,000. 

In the current year, this present fiscal 
year of 1946, they received a total ·of 
$5,397,000. Not content with even ask
ing for all they had in this 'current war 
year, they asked for an increase over 
that, going up to $6,000,000. Out of this 
$5,397,000 which they had this year, al
mpst half of it was for national-defense 
activities. 

You will find that in the committee 
report on page 20, where they separate 
their normal salaries and expenses froni 
the salaries and expenses for national
defense actfvities. You will find that for 
their regular activiti€s they had not only 
$2,946,000 but in additional $2,430,000 for 
national-defense activities. The situa
tion.is even worse than that because out 
of this $2,430,000, $1,166,000 was for the 
Foreign Broadcast Intelligence Service, 
which has been discontinued as a func
tion of the Federal Communications 
Commission. So that actually in the 
amount that they requested of $6,086,000 
they were asking not only for an increase 
of peacetim_e funds in peacetime but also 
for .an increase of more than the $2,500,-
000 that they had in the last war year for 
national-defense activities. On top of 
that, they had one of those major items 
in their program taken away from them. 

The committee r.ecognized the situa
tion~ and we did what we could, that is, 
what a majority of the committee could 
agree upon during the hearings, and we 
reduced the funds requested by $500,000. 
But it still leaves the Federal Communi
cations Commission with $5,585,000, 
which is approximately $200,000 more 
than they had for this last war year, 
when half of their activities was war 
work. The gentleman from Massachu
setts in the pending amendment has 
merely proposed that we take off another 
$250,000. That will still leave the Fed
eral Communications Commission with 
$5,310,000, which will be almost three 
times what they had during the last year 
before the war. 

It may be, as has been said, that there 
is an increased interest in frequency 
modulation and television and other de
velopments in communications, but if 
you vote to give :A.n agency in its first 
postwar year three times ·what they had 
in 1939, how are you going to justify the 
st,13..tement you have made to your con
stituents that you are going to cut down 
on growing Federal bureaucracy? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this l'tmendment close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I object 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES. · Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
address myself against the amendment. 

I am not out of character for cutting 
Federal expenditures. I want to describe 
a condition that exists in the Americ"an 
broadcasting industry because of this 
backlog of Federal Communications 
Commission work. 

The Federal Communications Commis
sion is unlike most other agencies in the 
Federal Government. When other agen
cies get behind, business concerns ca~ 
continue to op~rate for profit. When 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion gets behind in processing applica
tions for a new station, the existing 
broadcasting station would have a 
monopoly in that town or city until the 
FCC becomes current. Let me say 
there are many cities in this country 
that have a monopoly on the broadcast
ing industry in cities of 50,000 or 100,000 
population. For dollar value invested in 
existing broadcasting stations there is 
more profit return than in any other 
-industry in the commercial field, even the 
diamond-industry. 

When the Commission gets behind in 
processing applications for a broadcast
ing station in a town of, say, 100,000 
population; and a proposed competitor 
mal!:es application for a license to broad
cast in that city and the financial set-up 
of the competitor applicant for a broad
casting license is perfect, his engineering 
supports a satisfactory channel, what 
happens? The Commission's backlog can 
delay the competitor applicant for a 
year and gives a decided · benefit to the 

·existing broadcaster a continuation of his 
monopoly . for a year. The FCC back
·log gives the existing station a diamond 
mine monopoly for a year. I do not con
done the fact that the Federal Com
munications Commission may be as slow 
as any other Government agency: That 
may be true. But I want to see competi
tion in the field of .broadcasting. · Where 
there is one station in a community, I 
want opportUnity given to others to get 
into the broadcasting business in short 
order if he is financially responsible and 
has a satisfactory channel available for 
assignment. There are ma:"ly communi
ties that have no broadcasting stations. 
What an injustice it is to those com
munities to have no broadcasting sta
tions for a year or more because of 
FCC backlog. My brief is not for the 
Federal Communications Commission, 
but my brief is for the point that we 
give them the funds that they claim 
are necessary to process applications 
with dispatch. Once we give them funds 
that are adequate-and I believe in this 

· case they are adequate-then cut them 
back to a peacetime basis. ' 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. · I yield. 
Mr. MAHON . . The committee was 

most anxious to reduce appropriations 
as much as possible. wt cut this item 
$500,000. But we agree with the gentle
man from Ohio that there should be 
competition in this field, and these people 
who are clamoring for permits should be 
given a hearing, at any rate. Of course, 
decisions should be made on the basis 
of equity and justice. 

Mr. JONES. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. I say this backlog 
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oi work in the Federal Communications 
Commission, which gives a definite ad
vantage to existing broadcasters, is 
threatening to become a scandal in this 
_country and should not be allowed to 
continue. Once they are given the 
money the Congress shoud see to it that 
they do the job. They should either fish 
or cut bait. I hope the members of this 
committee will see that they do a good 
job or see that . there be some heads 
cracked next year. I am counting en 
you members of this committee to do 
that much. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, wili 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to ask the 

gentleman in all seriousness, with his 
knowledge of this matter, would he make 
the firm statement that there is not in 
operation in that agency an influence 
or an element that goes entirely outside 
of the personnel with respect to giving 
these permits? 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman 
mean irregularities in the granting of 
the permits? 
. Mr. CRAWFORD . . That is just exactly 
what I mean. 

Mr. JONES. I do not know, but I know 
that there are 1,400. permits down there 
.that have not been acted upon. If we 
give them the funds, then they have no 
further excuse to deny a man who wants 
to invest in private industry in America 
an opportunity to do so. I am describing 
a condition that I am trying to correct 
~or the benefit of private industry. I 
know that this money will .give them an 
increase from 1,245 employees up to 
1,600. 

I know that but I am still trying · to 
brmg about action ·for American private 

·enterprise in the communications field; 
and I want to get out of' this rut. Re
gardless of which party is in power and 
I think it has been abused in the past, 
~ want to see a broadcasting license 
given to at least one station in a com
munity. But as it has been in the past if 
you had any ideas against the policy of 
the Administration you did not get. a sta
tion. I want to see that everybody who 
applies gets action on his application and 
prompt action sp he can get into business. 
At the present time if you lle an applica
tion before the Federal Communications 
Commission you do not even get a file 
number for a month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ot..io has expired. 

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr._ Chairman: this is an interesting 
attack the gentlemen on the left side 
of the aisle are making and I wonder 
if they have fully considered the result 
that may fiow from an attack of this 
fashion? This is an attack against busi
ness, little busines as well as big, but 
practicaUy an can be classified as small 
businessmen who are trying to get into 
this clear field of needed development. 
Tbe number of applications not yet acted 
upon is not 1,400 but I believe it is a 
few more than 1,500. A thousand of 
them, speaking in round numbers, are 

new petitions filed by men who are trying 
to get an opportunity to do business serv
ing the Nation with radio broadcasting. 

Mr. MAHOi{. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 
Mr. MAHON. And are not ' many in 

this business small businessmen? And 
are not many of them retm·ned service
men? No applications were filed dur
ing the war, to speak of, but now there is 
a :flood of them. 

Mr. PATRICK. Exactly; and how on 
earth are you going to clear them if the 
Commission's funds are cut as proposed? 
This is not the place to cut, for every 
time you cut a dime off here you are 
costing thousands of dollars to good 
Americans who are trying to get going in 
this. Nation. That is what is happen- · 
ing. This is tbe biggest exaggerated 
case of penny wisdom and pound foolish
ness I think I ever heard of i:n this Con
gress. It may be that the Federal Com
munications group down there is justly 
subject to criticisms that have been 
made; but I will even go so far as to say 
that the very able gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. JoNES] indulged in understate
ments, which is certainly good states
manship; and I hope you will go to the 
Federal Communications workhouse and 
see for yourself what they are trying to 
do there. Then you cannot help . but 
realize the need for further funds to 
carry out their program. Do you realize 
how far it has already reached,, and that 
it promises to reach out farther? This 
activity needs greater national expan
sion. What has become of your recent 

· solicitude for free enterprise? It is 
erroneous to hold the idea that this group 
needed more money during its wartime 
activities than it needs now. The situa
tion is quite the reverse. Here is a clear 
field in civilian life that is growing by 
leaps and bounds. Little places in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and in the West, Wyo
ming, and all our other States that never 
had an opportunity for local radio serv
ice before want it now and need the ex
cellent community service it gives. 

Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATRICK. I yield. 
Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Is it not true 

that today we are making an effort to 
find new fields of employment, trying to 
do everything to get people to work, and 
is not this one of the biggest new fie Cis 
in which they can be employed? The 
expansion of the radio field will give jobs 
to manufacturing , plants. technicians, 
and performers. It will open a new 
sphere of work for returning servicemen. 

Mr. PATRICK. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin is right, and on that basis 
alone, each new station that is opened 
furnishes employment for anywhere 
from 50 up to 1,500 people. This shows 
the importance of getting these applica
tions acted on and these stations started. 
Businessmen want these facilities. The 
smaller cities and communities want 
them. Returning veterans who want to 
go to work and establish businesses for 
themselves are interested in entering 
these :fields, and many hundreds of them 
have filed applications. If you are in-

terested in helping these groups, let me 
see you go to it. And if you are willing 
to face the smaller business men and 
their friends by opposing this appropria
tion, let me see you go to that. 

You just have not thought it over, that 
is all. 

Mr. MAHON. Is it not true, further, 
that if these permits can be granted the 
wheels of industry will start t0 turn in 
connection with the manufacture of re
quired equipment that is needed for put
ting into operation these different radio 
stations? Also for the expansion of ex
isting facilities. 

Mr. PATRICK. They are Vv'aiting. 
The orders are tentatively in. They are 
waiting for the wheels to turn. It will 
start the work going, it will start ship
ments going all through the Nation and 
instead of obstructing this agency we 
ought to be opening the channels here. 
I am convinced that some of you gentle
men who are opposing this have done so 
without thinking it over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Mr. Chair
man, I ask unanimous consent that all 
debate on this paragraph and all amend
ments thereto close in 20 minutes, the 
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com-
mittee. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Ther.::- was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
VURSELLJ. . 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, we are 
starting the new year 1946 now. If 
there ever was a time when the American 
people were crying out to the Congress 
for economy and for the demobilization 
of bureaucracy on the home front it is 
now. With the beginning of this session 
I had hoped that the line of demarcation, 
the middle aisle here, would be obliter
ated and that you of the majority party 
would join with us in a t1·emendous re
surgence and effort of the representa
tives of the people here to bring about 
real economy in Government. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an eventful day. 
This is the day we are considering the 
first appropriation bill of 1946 which will 
lay heavily, taxes on the people of this 
cou11try. This is the time for action and 
economy by Members of Congress and 
the time for serious thought and con
sideration. We of the minority have 
lead the fight to save over a million on 
amendments just passed. 

We have an opportunity by this 
amendment to save only $250 ,000, it is 
true, but when we do, the agency con
cerned, the Federal Communications 
Commission will still have left almost 
four times the amount of money it had 
during peacetime. There is no question 
but that this agency has asked for more 
money than it needs. All othe1· agencies 
are asking for tremendous sums of 
money, but that is the policy of bureauc
racy in this country. a policy that is 
adding to the torment and distress of the 
people of the United States. 
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And, speaking of this agency, Mr. 

Chairman, it was so arrogant and pow
erful it was able to defy the Congress it
self, recently blocking a real investiga
tion of its acts. It could not stand an 
honest, courageous investigation. The 
agency had much to cover up a year ago, 
and it stopped the Congress from any 
investigation of its actions and conduct. 

Most of these permits referred to could 
be adjudicated quickly if the agency 
would go to work. Unless this amend
ment carries, we will allow this agency to 
add 400 more people to its pay roll. 
When you think of the fact that there is 
over 3,300,000 people on the Federal pay· 
roll today in this country and ·outside of 
the country, and when you think of the 
fact that we have an opportunity here at 
this time to begin to cut down on the pay 
roll and to cut down on the expenses of 
Government, I am amazed that Mem- · 
bers of this House will not listen to those 
of us who advocate economy at this time. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VURSELL. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. What would be 
wrong with cutting this appropriation 
down to about a million dollars? . I ask 
this question because bankruptcy now 
seriously threatens the Nation. 

Mr. VURSELL. I would not be will
ing to go as far as the gentleman who 
has just spoken. I understand why he is 
deeply depressed and worried about the 
financial solvency of this country. There 
are millions of people in this country who 
are anxious about our financial future 
for the very reason that their Repre
sentatives in Congress do not practice 
economy and safeguard the savings of 
the people, to keep them from being con
tinuously raided by the Federal Govern
ment to pay for the salaries of the use
less bureaucrats by the hundreds of 
thousands, yes, by the millions, who are 
on the Federal pay roll. 

Recently I talked with a man who is 
drawing a salary of some $7,500 a year 
from the Federal Communications Com
mission. Not more than a few months 
ago he told me how there was no work 
for him to do; how he had been sent 
from one place to the other, and he sug
gested. that the investigation that was 
proposed in Congress should not fail. 

I repeat, Members of the House, here 
is your opportunity to do the things that 
you are telling your constituents back 
home you intend to do, and that is to 
cut down the Federal expenses of this 
Government. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
REES]. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
I realize that it is extremely difficult for 
this Committee, or any other committee, 
to resist the demands of our agencies for 
funds. But I want to reiterate a thing 
that has been suggested by the gentle
man from Illinois that somewhere along 
the line we are going to have to begin to 
cut expenses. I am not here to represent 
or in any way defend any of these appli
cants for licenses before this agency. I 
find that, generally speaking, they do a 
pretty good job of taking care of them-

selves. There may be some backlog 
down there, but really most of the work 
is paper work. Let them quit blaming 
the war for their failure to give service 
and turn that energy to looking after . 
peacetime business. There is nothing 
particularly complicated about the job of 
issuing licenses under this agency. If 
they would be just a little more efficient 
about the thing, they could get the job 
done without this additional money. 
But how in the world is this Committee 
or this House or this Congress going to 
defend a thing that has just been sug
gested a little while ago where before the 
war you spent about $1,800,000 on this 
agency and now they want $6,000,000? 
You cut it back a little bit, but mighty 
little, and you know it. 

Let me call your attention to the fact 
that in this item you have included sala
ries and expenses for national defense 
amounting to $2,430,000. That item re
mains ill the bill. Where is the demand 
for more than $2,000,000 for the Federal 
Communications . Commission for na
tional expense? That has not been ex
plained, and I do not think it will be 
explained. During the war some amount 
for monitoring, or whatever it was, but 
certainly that must be out of the picture 
now. Why do you include more than 
$2,000,000 for national defense? What 
defense do you have in mind. It will 
take more money than before the war, 
but certainly not three or four times, 
as it did prior to 1941. We can save a 
part of the $2,430,000, which is more than 
we spent before the war period for this 
agency. 

What we ought to do is to cut out the 
national-defense item. Then if some 
additional funds are required, take care 
of it. Then demand along with that a 
little more efficiency in this agency. But 
for goodness sake, at this time we should 
not increase the amount of the demands 
of this agency. I just do not believe 
that a case has been shown on the floor 
of this House on behalf of the addi
tional appropriation. Have the agency 
cut out a lot of its so-called defense ac
tivities, but do not give them more 
money because it will not do a bit of 
good. All in the world the gentleman 
from Massachusetts asks for is a reduc
tion of $250,000 out of the $5,500,000 that 
you are going to spend for this agency. 
It ·s only 5 percent. Let us stop, look, 
and listen. Let us not go on record this 
afternoon as increasing the number of 
employees. Let us at least hold it where 
it is. It is the least you can do. You 
ought to cut it down. I think this House 
in its sober moments will be willing to 
support the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts, who has given this 
matter a lot of time and a lot of study. 
I believe he knows more about this mat
ter than any Member. Let us sustain 
him for once, and cut off only a small 
percent, and save $250,000 for the tax
payers of this country. We should not 
go on record as increasing employment 
in an agency in peacetime when it is 
unnecessary to do so. It will be a 
healthy thing for the House to say that 
it at least tried to cut the expenses of 
the Federal Government a little and 

save money for the taxpayers of the 
country. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The gentleman 
referred to the monitoring service. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Whatever they 
were doing in wartime, whatever time 
and energy and expense was used dur
ing wartime certainly is not necessary in 
peacetime. In my judgment. the time 
has come, now that the war is over, to 
get rid of the expenses that have been 
charged up to the war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizs the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an attempt to cut $250,000 from the ap
propriation of the Federal Communica
tions Commission. It would leave the 
appropriation $5,310,000. These people 
want to increase the number of employ
ees they have from 1,200 to 1,600. The 
basis that some people have suggested 
here is that they have a large backlog 
of applications. What are those? Seven 
hundred and forty-seven applications 
are for . frequency-modulation stations. 
What are they? They are stations that 
have a radius of operation of only 15 
miles. They are not stations that 
broadcast long distances. They are en
tirely local propositions, where the wave
lengths will not interfere with stations 25 
miles away. 

How is it possible that it would take a 
a year for 1,200 people in that organi
zaion to pass ·on 747 applications? If 
they organized and went to work they 
could do it in 2 months and have it all 
cleaned up and do it thoroughly. It is 
perfectly ridiculous to tell us that if you 
give them more money and more em
ployees you will have a leverage on them 
to ask them why they are not doing their 
job. We have that leverage now. They 
are just lying down on the job. That is 
what the best experts in the communi
cations field tell us right now. That is · 
the picture you have presented. These 
peqple just want to build up a tremen
dous bureaucracy. They will not do any 
better job if you give them more money. 

The only chance we have to keep the 
United States of America solvent is to 
stop appropriating money for more and 
more employees when they have plenty 
to do,all the work they have to do right 
now. It is about time for this Congress 
to stand up and assert itself and meet its 
responsibilities. I hope this amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massa
chusetts will be adopted just as it stands. 
As the gentleman from South -Dakota 
told you, it allows almost three times as 
much money as they had before the war. 
Let them go to w9rk and do their job and 
stop spending their time agi.tating for 
more money when they do not need it. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. . I yield. 
Mr. PLOESER. How ·much did the 

committee cut their original appropria- · 
tion? 

Mr. TABER. Just $500,000. But the 
way the recommendation comes here. 



1946 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 359 
It is nearly $200;ooo above the total they 
bad with all their war activities last 
year. It is perfectly ridiculous when 
activities which heretofore cost them 
$2,500,000 are eliminated that we should 
not reduce the amount of the appro
priation. 

Mr. PLOESER. This amendment just 
calls for a further reduction of $250,000? 

Mr. TABER. That is all. 
,. Mr. PLOESER. That is 5 percent, ap-
proximately, is it not? · 

Mr. TABER. That is all. 
Mr. PLOESER. If I had any criticism 

of the amendment at all, I would say· 
it is far too small an amount. 

Mr. TABER. It is a very, very con
servative attempt to cut. It is not an 
extreme request to cut the appropria
tion by this amount. I hope the com
mittee will adopt the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THOMASJ.. . 

Mr. · THOMAS of Texas . . Mr. Chair
man, again I find myself in disagree
ment with my distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from New York. I think the 
Committee must bear in mind two or 
three salient facts fn regard to the 
amendment offered by my friend, the 
gentleman from Mas_sachusetts. In the 
first place, the Congress created the. 
Federal Communications Commission 
and imposed upon that Commission three~ 
duties: First, to regulate the field of 
radio; second, the field of telephone 
communication; and third, the field 
of telegraph comiilunication. We all 
know what has · been going on re
cently . in regar~ to strikes in the 
field of telephone services and in 
the field of the telegraph. . Now. 
after the Commission has been prac- . 
tically dormant by virtue of an Executive 
order, we find that there is an ac;cumu
lation and backlog of some 2,300 applica
tions for new radio stations and modifica
tion of old licenses for radio stations. Is 
that aU? No; that is in _addition to their 
duties to handle the telephone and tele
graph systems in this country. In 'the 
brand-new :field of frequency modulation 
radio broadcasting we have 1,483 appli
cations now pending. Does the House or 
Representatives want to perpetuate the 
monopoly in the radio field? If that is 
the desire of the House, then vote for the 
amendment of my good friend from 
Massachusetts, and you wm certainly 
perpetuate it to the tune of $250,000· 
worth. That is what it amounts to, be
cause we are told by the scientists that 
a good many of these frequency modula
tion stations can be set up in the same 
localities scientifically without interfer
ence one from the other. But, after all, 
this is no slipshod work. It is purely 
scientific work and has to be done care
fully and scientifically. We find some 
talk here about the Federal Communica
tions Commission being a bunch of loaf
ers. · Well, I am ashamed of my col
leagues who intimate that. Do you know 
that is one of the hardest working Com
miSsions in this Government? I tele
phoned there yesterday, if I may give my 
pe:rsonal .experience, at 6 o'clock in the 
evening, ·and the Commission was still 
sitting, holding hearings. There are no 
~er men in the Government ·service, in 

my humble judgment, t'han Paul Porter 
and his colleagues on that Commission. 
There are no harder working men to. be 
found in the Government. If you tele
phone over there this afternoon at 6 
o'clock I will venture the assertion that 
you will find them stm on the bench con
ducting their hearings. 

Let us not cripple their activities by 
$250,000. Give them this money and let 
them get their trained personnel and go 
to work and clean up this backlog. Then, 
when we come back here next year, I am 
hopeful we can. reduce their personnel 
load at least 10 or 15 percent. I think 
that is a fair po~sibility. But let us not 
tear it up now. Just think of these 
applications. People waiting 12 or 18 
months for a hearing. Do you know 
what happened about 2 months ago? 
The Supreme Court of th~ United States 
held that where A has filed for a radio 
application of a. certa~n frequency and B 
comes in and files for that same fre
quency, it is unlawful for that Commis
sion not to grant those parties a hearing. 
They must grant them a hearing and 
then base their judgment upon tbat 
hearing·. In other words,. if they grant a 
license without a hearing, that license is 
illegal. 

Now, do you want to tie their hands 
for 2 or 3 years? That is just what it 
will do. 

I hope this amendment is defeated .. 
It has very little, if any~ merit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

All time has expired . . 
The question recurs on the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH]. 

The question was taken; and on a · 
division (demanded by Mr. WIGGLES
WORTH) there were-ayes 65, noes 89. 

So ·the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follo,ws: 

FEDERAL WORKS AGENCY 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINlSTRATOR 

Salaries and expenses: For salaries and ex
penses in the Office of the Administrator 
in the District of Columbia, including the 
salaries of an Assistant Administrator and a. 
general counsel at $1(:),000 each per annum; 
printing and binding (not to exceed $4,000.); 
purchase (including exchange) of .law books 
and other books of reference, purchase of 
newspapers and periodicals (not to exceed 
$150-); preparation, shipment, and installa
tion of photographic. displays, exhibits, and 
other descriptive materials; travel expenses; 
not t> exceed $4,000 for the temporary. em
ployment of persons or organizations by con- . 
tract or otherwise, for special services de
termined by the Administrator to _ be 
necessary, without regard to section 3109 Of 
the Revised Statutes, and civil-service and 
classification laws, $300,000: Provided., That 
the Federal Works Administrator may. under 
such rules and regulations as he shall pre
scribe, authorize the Commissioner of Public 
Roads and the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings to make appointments of person
nel for such administrations. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CASE of South 

Dakota: On page 13, line 21, strike out "$300,-
000" and insert "$25,000." 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, by this amendment we are 
seeking to pla,ce in the lap_ of the House 

a concrete problem in achieving econ
omy. The appropriation proposed by the 
paragraph in the bill is $300,000 for sala
ries and expenses in the Office of the 
Administrator of the Federal Works 
Agency. My amendment would reduce 
this $300,000 to $25,000. It does not seek 
to abolish the Office of the Administra• 
tor, but it seeks to accomplish economy 
by a method which did not have its origin 
with this committee, but which had its 
origin with Mr. Jesse Jones when he was 
head of the Federal Loan Agency. 

When the office of the Federal Works 
Agency was created it put together such 
agencies of the Government as the old 
Bureau of Public Roads under the name 
of the Public Roads Administration, the 
Public Buildings Administration. the tag 
ends of the old PW A and WP A, some 
housing activities, and, more recently, 
the Bureau of ·community Facilities. 
The idea in bringing them together, we 
were told, was· economy. The President 
said the same thing,. when he set up the 
Federal Loan Agency and asked Mr. 
Jesse Jones to become head of it and 
bring together there the various loaning 
functions of the Government. In fact, 
if I remember correctly, the Federal 
Works Agency and the Federal Loim 
Agency were created at about the same 
time. 

What was the result? I recall dis
tinctly that when Mr. Jones came before . 
us the first time to ask for the funds to 
operate the office of the Federal Loan 
Administrator, when we asked him what 
he wanted for his own office he replied 
substantially as follows: 

I am not asking for anything. These con
stituent age~cies will all supply members 
for the central Administrator's Agency and 
out of their funds they will supply their 
representatives in the Office of the Adminis
trator; so I am not asking tor any additional 
personnel or funds for the Administrator's 
office. We will absorb the cost in the agen
cies. 

What I am seeking to do by this 
amendment is to apply the same idea of 
administrative economy to the Federal 
Works Agency. It continues the office 
of central Administrator and proposes 
that he get his staff from or place them 
among the different constituent agen
cies, the Bureau of Community Facili
ties; the Public Roads Administration; 
the Public Buildings Administration. 
These representatives would sit as a co
ordinating committee of those agencies 
and be the staff of the Administrator's 
office, with their salaries paid by the 
constitutent agencies, the $2'5,000 would 
be ample for the Administrator's salary 
and o:tnce. · As a matter of fact the head 
of the Federal Works Agency is Major 
General Fleming, a very estimable and 
genial gentieman who draws most of his 
salary as an officer of the Army. Iri the 
break-down of estimates which every
one received only $2-,049 of this appro
priation is for his own salary. He gets 
the balance of it as a general in the 
Army. So, there would be $23,000 for 
his own pe.rsonal secretary and office 
requirements. . 

What are the Administrator's func
tions? According to his. own testimony 
he is the representative of these con
stituent agencies "at the Cabinet level." 
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The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. fered by the gentleman from South Da-
WIGGLESWORTH] questioned General kota [Mr. CASE]. 
Fleming during the hearings on this Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to ridi-
point. cule my friend from South Dakota, but 

I quote from page 235 of the printed this is a ridiculous amendment. If he 
hearings: is going to save $275,000 in the Admin-· 

Mr. WIGGLEswoRTH. What do you do for istrator's office I do not see why he did 
the Public Roads Administration that Mr. not offer an amendment striking out the 
MacDonald has not done or cannot do? entire amount. There is no use leaving 

General FLEMING. I represent Mr. Mac- that office with only $25,000. 
Donald in anything, for instance, that may Mr. Chairman, we keep saying here 
come up before the Cabinet or before the that we ought to cut the various agencies 
President. below last year's Budget. That has been 

Mr. WIGGLEswoRTH. Can you tell us any- the claim on the :floor of the House all 
thing that you do for the roads set-up tha~ afternoon. Thi's I·s one agency that we 
Mr. MacDonald is not competent to do in -
respect to roads? cut even below last year's Budget, includ-

General FLEMING. Mr. MacDonald 1s the ing the Pay Act increase, by· $4,000 plus. 
most competent man in the United States There is no use to say that General Flem
on roads, and certainly there is no help I ing does not have work to do. He does 
can give him in the design or construction of have some work to do. The truth of 
roads. But I do represent him at a Cabinet the matter is that the Federal Works 
level in his program. 79 
. Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. wen, what do you do Agency this year asked for $364,183, 2. 

for Mr. Reynolds? We gave them $322,000,000, making. a cut 
· · of about $40,000,000 plus in the · Public 

Mr. Reynolds, I may say, is head of the Works Agency. 
P.ublic Buildings~ Administration. , If we are going to have an Admin .. 
· General FLEMING. The same thing, sir. istrator of•Federal Works Ageqcy to help. 
. Mr. WIGGLEswoRTH. You represent him at a. in coordinating the work between the · 

Cabinet level? th · d t t M M . General FLEMING.· Yes, sir. ree agencies an o represen r. ac-
Mr: WIGGLESWORTH. What do you do for Donald and Mr. Reynolds, who I know 

Mr. Field? · are two of the best Administrators we . 
- have, ta the President or at the· Cabinet 

Mr. Field, I may remark, is head of the level, as they said, .then, · certainly, he 
Bureau of Community Facilities. must have more th:an $25,000. If that is 
· G~neral FLEMIN~. I do. the same thing for .. all we are to give him, then we might as 

1:\im. I coordinate those three programs and . well take the $25,000 out. 
see that the pay scales are the same for-simi- r Mr.- Chairman, I believe this Agency 
Iar types of work; that the policy as to re- It h t d 
turning veterans is the same; that the over- will .serve a purpose. as work o o 
all policies of these various units are. all on in the future. The amendment should 
exactly the same scale. be defeated because of the ridiculousness 

of the whole proposition of cutting out 
I submit that if it is a matter of co- $275,000 and leaving only $25,000. If we 

ordination of the policy o:t: employing are going to cut that much out we might 
returning veterans, which is laid down as well cut the .whole amount out. I 
by law, and things of that sort, then would see no reason for the $25,000 even. 
those can be better accomplished by Mr. CASE of south Dakota. Mr. 
having· :.·epresentatives out of these three Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
branches and agencies meet as a c.om- . Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen~ 
mittee under the leadership of General tleman from south Dakota. 
Fleming as the Admini!)trator, thereby Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Of 
saving $275,000, as my amendment pro~ course, if handled in this way it does 
poses. not destroy the position. It lets Mr. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, will Fleming continue as Administrator. 
the gentleman yield? Most of his work is as an Army officer. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I yield The balance of his staff he could get 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. from his constituent agencies, perhaps 

: Mr. WALTER . . The gentleman does making for better satisfaction and things 
not contend that General Fleming has of that sort. It preserves the principle 
rio other duty that the one the gentle~ of coordination but does result in econ
man has just mentioned? omy and, as I said, the precedent for it 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I am is the proposition suggested by Mr. Jesse 
saying that is his primary duty as indi- Jones in an exactly parallel situation. 
cated by his own testimony. That must - Mr. HENDRICKS. I am not at all con
be the major part of his work. That is cerned about General Fleming's position. 
what he said himself, that is, he was to I would not care whether it was General 
coordinate policies in these matters and Fleming or Sergeant Brown who had the 
give representation to· his constituent position. That is not what I am inter
agencies at the Cabinet level, whatever ested in at all. I am not responsible for 
that may mean. I submit to you if it paying the salary of a stenographer or 
was sound business for Jesse Jones to for stationery for General Fleming. I am 
say, "I need no money, I will get my staff riot holding any brief for General Flem
from the constituent agencies," then it ing. The point is, if we are to have the 
is a sound principle of economy to put office of Administrator for the Federal 
that same proposition into the Federal Works Agency then he' must need more 
Works Agency. than $25,000 or we do not need the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the Agency. It is perfectly ridiculous, and I 
gentleman from South Dakota has ex- trust that the amendment will be de-
pired. feated. 

· Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair-
rise in opposition to the amendment of.. man, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this_ 
amendment, and if , the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee will ac
cept an amendment to the amendment I 
think we might well adopt the course 
that he suggests and strike out the entire. 
item, instead of the $275,000 which the 
gentleman from South Dakota recom
mends. 

I have attempted at the committee 
hearings for 2. years now to ascertain the 
justification for the continuation of this· 
over-all set-up. 

We have the Public Buildings Admin
istration. \Ve have a Public Roads Ad
ministration. We have a Bureau of 
Community Facilities. Each one of 
them is capable of individual and inde
pendent action. ·Try as I have to find 
justification for the. over-all office of the 
Administrator, the most that apparently 
can be said for it is what has already been 
said by the· gentleman from South Da
kota [Mr. CASE], namely, that .the Ad .. 
ministrator represents the three con
s.tituent divisions of the set-up at the so
called Cabinet level. 
. There is no necessary relationship be

tween the three divisions of this set-up • 
Any one of them could operate independ
ently with ·efficiency with a saving in 
respect to overhead. · 
. For my part I would support a motion 

to strike the whole pending item from the 
bill. I think -the reduction proposed by 
t]J.e subcommittee of $60,000 is altogether 
too small. I intend to vote for the 
amendment which has been proposed by · 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
CASE]. I hope it will be adopted by the 
House. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
·ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 
_ There was no objection. 
- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MAHON]. • -

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I shall 
not consume the entire 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
South Dakota has proposed that we re
duce from $300,000 to $25,000 the money 
required for the office of Administrator 
of the Federal Works Agency. It is one 
of the most important offices of the Gov
ernment. The President has regarded 
the office of sufficient importance that 
he usually has the head of the Federal 
Works Agency at Cabinet meetings. He 
has a tremendous responsibility. If we 
should go into an expanded Federal 
works program, which we hope will not 
be necessary as we hope that there Nill 
not be large-scale unemployment, this 
office would be all the more important. 
It is a singular thing, . as I recall, in the 
mark-up of the bill, if it is proper to say 
so, that this question of a cut was con
sidered by the committee, and I believe 
that the reduction was made upon the 
recommendation of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH]. 
Let it be made clear that a reduction of 
funds for the Federal Works Agency has 
already been made by the committee . . 
So I respectfully submit. that tbis pro-
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posed cut is not a cut, it is not a reduc
tion, it is an abolition by an appropria
tions committee of one of the agencies 
of the Government created and estab
lished by the Congress. It is not a mat
ter of reducing the amount of money, 
it is a matter of reducing the amount to 
such an extent there would be no such 
thing as an effective, realistic office of 
the Administrator of the Federal Works 
Agency. I respectfully request that this 
amendment be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from South Dakota [Mr. CAsEL 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. CASE of South 
Dakota) there were-ayes 53, noes 61. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand tellers: 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. HENDRICKS 
and Mr. CASE of South Dakota. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 78, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 

PUBLIC ROADS ADMINISTRATION 

General administrative expenses: For the 
employment of persons and means, includ
ing rent, advertising (including advertising 
in the city of Washington for work to be 
performed in areas adjacent thereto) , print
ing and binding (not to exceed $40,000). pur
chase (including exchange) of lawbooks, 
bQOks of reference and periodicals, purchase 
of 100 used or surplus passenger automobiles, 
and the preparation, distribution, and dis
play of exhibits, in the city o! Washington 
and elsewhere for the purpose of conducting 
research and investigational studies, either 
independently or in cooperation with State 
highway departments, or other agencies, in
cluding studies of highway administration, 
legislation, finance, economics, transport, 
construction, operation, maintenance, utili
zation, and safety, and of street and high
way traffic control; investigations and ex
periments in the best methods of road mak
ing, especially by the use of local materials; 
and studies of types of mechanical plants 
and appliances used !or road building and 
maintenance, and of methods of road repair 
and maintenance suited to the needs of dif
ferent localities; for maintenance and repairs 
of experimental highways; for furnishing ex
pert advice on these subjects; for coll~ting, 
repor1;1ng, and illustrating the results of 
same; and for preparing, publishing, and dis
tributing bulletins and reports; to be paid 
from any moneys available from the admin
istrative funds provided under the act of 
July 11, 1916, as amended (23 U. S. C. 21), 
or as otherwise provided. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, my purpose is to dis
cuss this bill and also to make some gen
eral references to the Budget as a whole. 

I have prepared a little chart which 
deals with regular annual appropriations 
as they occurred in the last prewar year 
of 1940, which is the year beginning July 
1, 1939, and extending to July 1, 1940, in 
comparison with the Budget which is now 
sent to the Congress, and a part of which 
is before this House today in the Inde
pendent Offices Appropriation bill. 

This chart clearly shows that the Ad
nUnistration has made little sincere at
'tempts to get back to . prewar expendi
tures in the normal functions of the 

Government; that, on the contrary, they 
have attempted to make most of their 
comparisons against last year's appropri- · 
ation, which was wartime; that their 
method of balancing the Budget, which 
seemed to ·be such welcome news to us 
a few days ago, not one of economy. 
The Budget will be balanced from the 
use of cash balances which came to the 
Treasury from borrowings, and the use 
of very high revenue which will occur in 
the coming fiscal year of 1947, instead of 
through that which the people want, 
heavy cuts in Federal, bureaucratic ex
penditures. 

If the Members of the House will read 
this chart in the RECORD, you will find 
that in this bill before you the increases 

. over the prewar year of 1940 are about 
$240,000,000. That is excluding entirely 
all appropriations for the Veterans' Ad-
ministration. · · 

You will find, as the year goes on, and 
you are called upon to act upon other 
appropriation bills, that the Interior De
partment is asking for twice the amount 
they enjoyed in the last prewar year; 
that the Labor Department, which got 
along then ·for a little over' $30,000,000, 
will ask for, $46,000,000 this · year; that 
new agencies that were not then in exist
ence, such as the Federal Security 
Agericy, will ask- for $714,000,000; that 
another agency that was not in existence 
in a prewar year, the Federal Works 
Agency, will ask for $364,000,000; that 
our own expenditures in the legislative 
branch have been upped to $53,000,000; 
that in these expenditures which may 
be termed "regular, annual" in the War 
Department, they· have been upped from 
$773,000,000 to $4,500,000,000; that the 
State Department goes from $18,500,000 
to over $91,500,000; that the Justice· De
partment goes from $38,50u,OOO to over 
$96,700,000; that the Department of 
Commerce goes up from $52,751,000 to 
$163,336,000; that the Judiciary goes 
from $12,000,000 to $16,500,000. Treas
ury and Post Office will remain about the 
same, although in the combined figures 
you will find th11t the Treasury Depart
ment is upped consideracblY. 

It leads me to this opinion that the 
administration has been extremely art
fui in their statements to the public. 
It is very difficult, if not imppssible, for 
the public to analyze the comparative 
Budget of 1947 with any other year, par
ticularly a prewar year. There has been 
so much shuffling and the creation of 
new agencies that it was one of the most 
difficult tasks ever attempted to try to 
niake an accurate comparison of what · 
took place in our last prewar year of 
Budget as compared with what is going 
to take place in our next Budget in 1947. 
But this much can be learned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad
ditional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PLOESER. This much can be 

learned, that obviously depending on . the 
huge revenue the Federal Government 
expects in the year 1947, the administr~ 

tion is going on in its own profligate way 
not intending to keep that implied pledg~ 
to the people of the United States that 
the minute this war was over we would 
go back to prewar expenditures, if not 
reduce them. Before the year is out it 
will be revealed that the Budget has not 
revealed about six billion in public spend
ing which the administration has not 
announced. 

By making this comparison with 1940 
I do not mean to imply for one minute 
that I think there was anything econ
omical about our expenditures in 1940. 
I think that Administration was waste· 
ful and extra vag ant, and I think the 
Budget offered to this Congress within 
the last few days is excessive and ex
travagant beyond anything prewar . 
Surely even with this extravagance the 
Treasury will probably show a surplus in 
actual cash operations for the fiscal year 
1947. They should; they should show a 
much greater surplus than they antic
ipate. Every dollar of surplus that can 
be cut out of the 194.1 Budget will go to 
add stability to the already precarious 
fiscal position of the Federal Govern
ment of the United States; that much 
to reduce the debt. 

No one has come along to tell us how 
we are going to carry this debt in the 
years ahead which fail to bring the rev· 
enue which 1947 will undoubtedly yield. 

· For -this reason every dollar we can pos.:. 
sibly save to contribute to the reduction 
of that debt is a dollar saved for the ulti
mate solvency and salvation of America. 

I observed here this afternoon-and 
this was very disappointing to me, that 
we allow the aisle to divide us on econ· 
omy. You Democrats in the majority 
have voted almost constantly against 
these economies we recommei}ded. It is 
nothing to be proud of, I can assure you. 
The day will come, and it is not far off, 
when you will have t.o account to the 
people for what you have done. There 
may be some criticism for some of the 
cuts that have been offered, by the mi .. · 
nority side but I tell you those cuts are 
offered in sincerity. If they have any 
fault, from what I have observed here 
this afternoon, the fault lies in the fact 
that they were not large enough. 

In the table which I will offer as a part 
of my remarks, I have attempted to draw 
a comparison between the regular annual 
appropriation ]?ills for the fiscal year 
1940 as they became law and the amounts 
recommended for appropriation ii). such 
bills for the fiscal year 1947. I use 1940 
because war appropriations have been 
dated from the beginning of the fiscal 
year 1941, which commenced July 1, 1940. 

It is not a simple matter to make such 
a comparison, because new activities 
have come into being and many old ac
tivities are provided for in different · 
measures and under different classifica
tions now than they were provided for in 
the fiscal year 1940. While I have not 
indicated in the table all of the differ
ences, I feel that I set out the principal 
ones. 

To be perfectly fair about it, I should 
point out that the 1947 figures include 
the cost of the Federal Pay Act of 1945-
Public Law 106-which, of course, estab
lished a higher pay scale than obtained in 
1S40. 
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Regular anr],ual appropTiation bills 

Appropri· Budget esti· 
ated, 1940 mate, 1947 

Agriculture and Farm 
Credit Administration. $1, 194,498,633 ~585, 230, 572 

Agriculture. __ ----------- 1, 175, ~48, 633 579, 64u, 572 
Farm Credit Adminis· 

tration_________________ 18,650,000 5, ,';84, 000 
==-==--== 

District of Columbia....... 48,002,347 81, 505,000 
Independent Offices________ 1, 668, 218,340 5, 640,876, 502 

Veterans' Administration. 5fi1,093,000 4, 934, 623, 500 
Cther artiYities. --------- 1 1,107,125,340 2 706, 253,002 

Interior____________________ 3172,679,765 4 342,119,260 
Labor______________________ 6 30, 356,170 46,626, 500 
Federal Security Agency ___ -------------- 714,479,700 

Itemization follows 
(Ac:;cncy not in exist· 
ence in 1940): 

American Printing 
House for Blind ____ _ 

Columbia Institution 
for the DeaL _______ _ 

Food and Drug Ad· 
ministration ___ ______ _ 

Freedmen's HospitaL. 
Howard University ___ _ 
Office of Ed'ucation ____ } 
Office of Vocational 

Rehabilitation. _____ _ 
Public Hralth t'ervice .. 
St. Elizabeths Hospi-

115,000 

150, 950 

115, coo 
229, 3()0 

2, 741, 138 4, 096, 500 
484, 840 921' 000 
745, 000 4, 399, 500 

{ 

18,335, 200 
19,087,980 

. 12, 392, 100 
'2.7, 542, 320 103, 890, 000 

taL_____ _____________ 1,227,280 2,1i92,000 
Social Security Board.. 350,000,000 561, 731,800 
Otfire of the Adminis-

trator_------------- -------------- 5, 776,400 

TotaL--------~----- 402,094,508 714,479,700 

Federal Works Agency _____ -------------- 364,183,792 

Itemization follows 
(Agency not .in exist-
ence in 1940) : 

Office of the Admin· 
istrator: 

Salaries and expenses. -------------- 360, 0.00 
P.enalty mail costs ____ -------------· 29,000 
PublicBuildingsAd· 

ministration________ 51,100,000 55,956,000 
Public Roads Admin· 

istration___ _________ 191,000,000 305,838,792 
Bureau of Com· 

munit¥ Facilities ... -------------- ·2, 000,000 

TotaL____________ 242,700,000 364, 183,792 

Legislative ________________ _ 21,851,779 53,410,086 

Government Printing 
Office.----------------- 4, 622, 430 26, 300, 000 

Other objects. ___________ _ 17, 229,349 27, 110.086 

Military: 
Regular annuaL--------- 508,789,824 7, 100,000,000 

223,398, 047 --- ---------- . 
773, 049, 151 4, 500, 000, 000 

SupplementaL __________ _ 
Navy ____ ------------------

State, Justice, Commerce, 
and Judiciary---------- 122, 177, 220 368, 396, 480 

18, !i18, 700 91, 705, 100 
38, 601, 920 8 96, 771, 050 

State _______________ ------
Justice ________ -----------

I Includes following items carried in other bills for 
1947: 

Civil Aeronautics Authority---------- $21, 218,000 
National Labor Relations Board______ 3, 189, 600 
National Mediation Board___________ 379,930 
Railroad Retirement Board __________ 12it 404,000 
Rural Rlectification Administration.. 42,790,000 
Social Security Board ________________ 350,000,000 
U. S. Maritime Commission __________ 100,000,000 

TotaL _________ : ___________________ 640,980,530 

J Includes $364,183,792 under Federal Works Agency 
for projects not in 1940 bill; also $4,052,500 for Bureau of 
the Budget, otherwise cerried in 1940. 

a Inrludcs following items carried in other bills for 1947: 
Office of Education ___________________ $19,087, 9RO 
~t. Elizabeths Ho~pitaL.---------·-- 1, 227,280 
Columbia InstitutiOn for the Deaf..__ 150,950 
Howard Universit-Y------------------- 745.000 
Freedmen's HospitaL •• ----··-··--·-- 484,840 

TotaL.-----------------------·---· 21,696,050 
4 Includes $43,024,000 for power administrations not in 

1940 bilL I 

6 Includes following items carried in other bills for 1947: 
Immigration and Naturalization Serv· 

ice.--------------------- ------·------- $9,868,900 
U; S. Employment Service____________ 4, 776,480 

----TotaL ______________________________ 14, G45, 380 

6 IncludGs $25;035,000 for Immigration and Naturaliza· 
tion Service, otherwise carried in 1940. · · 

Regular annual appropriation bills-Con. 

Appropri· Budget esti~ 
ated, 1940 mate, 1947 

State, Justice, Commerce, 
and Judiciary-Con. 

Commerce.-------------- $52,751,000 7$163,336,000 
Judiciary----------------- 12,305,600 16, 584,330 

Treasury-Post Office_______ 1, 700, 615,054 1, 634, 217, 190 

Treasury_________________ a 909,627,810 335,978,000 
Post Office_______________ 790, !l87, 244 1; 298, 239, 190 

War CiviL________________ 305,188,514 320,046,500 

7 Includes $71,940,000 for Civil Aeronautics and $17,· 
845,000 for Weather Bureau, otherwise carried in 1940. 

s Includes the following items carried in other bills 
for 1947: · . 

Old-age reserve account, Social Se-curity Act__ _______________________ ~1:80, 000,000 

Coast Guard __ ---------------------- 25, 190, 550 
Public Health Ser.vice_______________ ~7. 542,320 
Procurement Division, Public Works 

Branch____________________________ 51, 700,000 
Bureau of the Budget_______________ 519,280 

TotaL.-------------------·------- 684, 952, 150 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For all printing and binding for the Gen

eral Accounting Office, including monthly 
and annual editions of selected decisions of 
the Comptroller General of the United States, 
$300,000. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it is incumbent upon 
me to take a few minutes to call atten
tion to a speech delivered recently by 
a former Member of the House, our 
esteemed and highly respected colleague, 
Lindsay Warren, who is now Comptroller 
General. As has already been said, this 
aisle too often divides us, but I believe 
there is no executive serving in any of 
the departments downtown who com
mands the wholel;learted support and 
res_pect of this body to a greater extent 
than does Lindsay Warren. 

I hold in my hand a clipping from the 
Washigton Star referring to an Associ
ated Press dispatch dated January 18, 
reading as follows: 
W ARP.EN OFFERS PLAN TO GET GOVERNMENT OUT 

OF FINANCIAL MORASS 

ASHEVILLE, N. C., January 18.-Comptroller 
General Lindsay· C. Warren last night pre• 
sented a five-point program for getting the 
Government out of what he termed a "finan
cial morass." 

In an address before the Asheville Cham
ber of Commerce, Mr. Warren expressed con
cern over the fantastic fiscal effect of the 
war. 

He proposed this program: 
1. The Government's sails must be 

trimmed. 
2. The Government must take every step 

possible to bring national expenditures below 
national income in order to end deficit 
spending. 
· 3. There should be more conscientiotls 
attention to the Nation's business on the 
part of offici~ ls who spend the people's 
money. Mr. Warren said, "There is no rea
son why the public dollar should not be of 
the same value and purchasing power as the 
private dollar." 

4. Congress should . revitalize its power 
over the. purse-a fundamental legislative 
prerogative under our form of government: 
Mr. Warren said 9ongress should reexamine 
the large grants of "unusual administrative 
authority!' over expenditures. 

5. There should be a quick return to a 
proper peacetime balance between the Fed.:. 
eral Government and the ~tates • .. _ 

I 

Mr. Chairman, no public official is bet
ter qualified to give advice on fiscal mat
ters than the Comptroller General. I 
simply refer to this speech made by Mr. 
Warren because it confirms the argu
ments and the contentions which con
sistemtly have been made by members of 
the Appropriations Cpmmittee and Mem
bers of this House, who sense that the 
greatest issue before our country today 
in this reconversion era is to adopt sound 
fiscal policies in order to avoid national 
bankruptcy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Idaho has expired. 
- The Clerlt read as follows: 
No part of this appropriation shall be ex

pended for the purchase of any site for or to
ward the construction of any new hospital 
or home, or fpr the purchase of any hospital 
or home; and not more than $4,816,500 of this 
appropriation may be used to repair, alter, 
improve, or provide facilities in the several 
hospitals and homes under the jurisdiction 
of the Veterans' Administration either by 
contract or by the hire of temporary em
ployees and the purchase of materials. · 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chafrman, there is a strike on in 
my home community of Auburn, N. Y. I 
have received several telegrams. I shall 
read only one of them since they are all 
alike: 

World War II .veterans employed at plants 
closed by strikes not able to draw veterans_' 
allowance under present interpretation Re
adjustment Act. This 1,1nfair, as many re
cently. employed, making them victims of 
circumstances beyond their control. In ad
dition, nonve.terans will dra}V unemployment 
insurance. Use yo:ur influence to cop:ect this 
situation as veterans are entltled to ~quare 
deal. 

How we can justify a legal situatiDn 
where vet~rans who are not members of 
a union but are k.ept out of work because 
a union has called a strike are not al~ 
lowed $20 a week which is set up for 
them under sections 700, 800, and 900 of 
the GI bill, while at the same time we 
permit those who are nonveterans and 
wh·o are out on strike and who voted for 
a strike to be paid_ unemployment insur
ance, is beyond me . . I cannot understand 
that philosophy, and I do not believe that 
is the American way of doing business, 
nor do I believe that is what this Con
gress wanted to do. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman .yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. No striker in the State 
of Illinois may draw unemployment com
pensation. I do not know what the rule 
is in the State of New York. 

Mr. TABER. · I know it is the other 
way. It seems to me that this discrimi
nation against the veterans ought to be 
_stopped. -

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BIEMILLER. I have taken up 
that question of strikers receiving unem
ployment-insurance benefits with. the 
Social Security Board and have been as
sured that with one or two very minor 
exceptions there is no State unemploy
ment-insurance law in the Unit~d States 
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that permits strikers to draw unemploy
ment-insurance benefits. The gentle
man from Illinois is correct. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska. · 

Mr. CURTIS. There are five such 
States. I will supply their names: 
Louisiana, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, and Tennessee. 

' Mr. TABER. That is five too many. 
I hope this situation w111 be corrected. 
Frankly, I do not see why those men who 
are thrown out of work, who are veterans, 
who are not members of the union, and 
who are not anxious to strike, but are 
kept away' by picket lines, should be de
prived of the benefits of the GI bill of 
rights. It does not seem to be a right
side-up way of handling ·the situation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Hospital and domiciliary facilities: For 

hospital and domiciliary fac111ties, $147.442,-
600, to be immediately available and to re
main available until expended: Provided., 
That this amount shall be avatlable for us 
by the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, 
With the approval of the President, for ex
tending any of the facilities under the juris
.diction of the Veterans' AdminiStration or 
for any of the purposes set forth in sections 
1 and 2 of the act approved March 4, 1931 
(38 U. 8. C. 438j-k) or 1n section 101 of the 
Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944: Pro
vided further, That not to exceed 3 percent 
of this amount shall be available for the 
employment in the District of Columbia and 
tn the field of necessary technical and clerical 
assistants to aid in the preparation of plans 
and specifications for the projects as approved 
hereunder and in the supervision of the 
execution thereof, and for traveling expenses, 
field-office equipment, and supplies in con
nection therewith. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, of the item on page 43 
of $147,442,500. for hospital and domicil
iary facilities, $19,000,000, approxi
mately, is the amount for non-bed-pro
ducing items, meaning alterations and 
improvements at existing facilities, and 
$127,000,000 is the amount for bed-pro
ducing facilities or new hospitals. The 
testimony before the committee showed 
that the Veterans' Administration had 
requested -$109,000,000 from the Bureau 
of the Budget for . improvements in ex
isting facilities. That was to cover such 
things as occupational therapy shops, 
recreation rooms, connecting corridors, 
chapels, nurses' quarters, mess halls, ele
vators, libraries, wells and water lines, 
and things of that sort-a rather large 
alteration and improvement program. I 
am sure that every Member realizes that 
the modernization of some existing fa
cilities is as essential to the care and 
welfare of the veterans as the providing 
of these features at the new hospitals. 

The Bureau of the Budget, however, 
proposed that only $19,774,560 of this 
$147,000,000 for hospital and domiciliary 
purposes be used for these alterations or 
improvements at existing facilities. 
That to me seemed a little small in view 
of ' the Veterans' Administration request 
for $109,000,000. So, I asked for a break
down of the two programs, that pro
posed and that allowed, and we have the 

tables in the hearings at pages 882 and 
following to show what was proposed 
originally and what can be done with 
the modified amount. 

It is apparent here that the Veterans' 
Administration will give priority t<r oc
cupational therapy units, dining halls, 
and things of that sort in applying the 
$19,000,000. Their selection, on the 
whole, seems good; but I had hoped that 
we might make at least $25,000,000 avail
able for these improvements at existing 
facilities. 

Everyone realizes that the firrures for 
the new hospitals will not come out in 
the round figures of the estimates. 
There will be some odd amount balances 
here and there, and possibly an elimina
tion or a substantial sa¥ing if an Army 
or Navy hospital be taken over. 

So, I am wondering if it can be under
stood as part of the legislative history 
of the bill that we have no objection to 
the Veterans' Administration using. a 
larger amount than the $19,000,000 :fig
ure for repairs and improvements if in 
the handling of the hospital and domi
ciliary fund they find they can give more 
services to the veterans that way. This 
proposal does not increase the over-all 
total of the amount ·appropriated. It 
simply makes it clear that we have no ob
jection to the Veterans' Administration 
using their judgment -in applying this 
money to new construction and to im
provements on existing facilities. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. ThP. gentleman 
from South Dakota is n:ot proposing an 
amendment at all, but is asking for an 
understanding to be stated in the RECORD 
that they will be free to use this money? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Just so 
that it will be clear that they will not be 
tied rigidly to that $19,000,000 figure on 
the alterations but may spend up to $25,-
000,000 or so for that purpose if It seems 
wise to do so and they can find the funds 
within the over-all figure of $147,442,500 
allowed for hospital and domiciliary pur
poses. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I am sure that all 
the members of the subcommittee and 
the _Members of the House would prob
ably agree to that, so that the Veterans' 
Administration would understand that 
they were not tied to the exact division 
suggested in the break-down submitted. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I thank 
the gentleman who is chairman of the 
committee handling the bill. His word 
is sufficient. I think it is a wise under
standing to have. 

The pro forma. amendments. were 
withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Total, Veterans' Administration, $4,931,-

142,415: Provided, That no part of this ap
propri~tion shall be available for hospitaliza
tion or examination of any persons except 
beneficiaries entitled under the laws bestow
ing such benefits to veterans, unless reim
bursement of co,st is lll'2.de to the appropria
tion at such rates as may be fixed by the 
Administrator of Veterans' A1Iairs. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to· strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I took no time in gen
eral debate on this bill yesterday. I want 
•to express a few thoughts with regard to 
the appropriation for the Veterans' Ad-

ministration. We had very full and am
ple hearings. I think that every Mem
ber of the House will want to avail him
self of a copy of the hearings in order 
that he may have accessible the detailed 
information which was afforded to the 
committee. I think .i.t is only fair to say 
that we did make some cuts in the Vet
erans' Administration where we thought 
we could safely do so. For example, the 

·Veterans' Administration asked us for 
2,000 contact offices. We doubted that 
sufficient personne! could be secured for 
this number of offices, and we doubted 
the necessity for so many contact offices. 
We reduced that appropriation by sev
eral million dollars and suggested that 
1,500 contact offices .would be adequate. 
As most of you know.- in many of the 
States of the Nation there are already 
county service officers who, to some ex
tent, are doing the job that would be done 
b3l the contact offices. 

Mr. HARE. M.r. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. 1 yield to the gentle
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. I believe it would be well 
if the gentleman would explain for the 
RECORD the functions and duties of those 
in charge of these ·contact offices. 

Mr. MAHON. As I understand, in the 
contact office there is a contact repre
sentative and perhaps one clerk. The 
contact representative undertakes to an
swer questions and provide information 
and different forms that may be required 
by the returning veteran.. It is a gen
eral service to the veteran. As Members 
of the House know, General Bradley is 
decentralizing the Veterans' Administra
tion. He is setting up about 13 branch 
offices and 53 regional offices and a larger 
number of subregional offices. 

The committee went along on the re
quest for funds, because the fiscal year 
1947 is one of the crucial years in the 
history of the Veterans' Administration. 
Demands will be very heavy. We would 
not think of crippling the Veterans' Ad
ministration in its efforts to serve well 
the veterans of all wars. There will be 
about 20,000,000 veterans of all wars by 
August 1946. . 

I think it only fair to say, however, 
that the Veterans' Administration has 
had difficulty in getting personnel, and, 
in my judgment, will not entirely expend 
the liberal sums of money that have been 
appropriated in this bill. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois. 

Mr. VURSELL. ·can the gentleman 
tell me how many millions will be re
quired for these 1,500 contact offices and 
officers? 

Mr. MAHON. The appropriation for 
the 1,500 contact officers would require, 
as ·I recall. something like $9,900,000. 

Mr. VURSELL. Does the Veterans' 
Administration urge that these contact 
offices be set up? Who makes the re
quest? 

Mr. MAHON. The Veterans' Admin
Istration undertakes to set up these con
tact offices ·~here they will serve the 
largest number of veterans. They are 
setting them up in all States of the 
Union. 

• 



• 

364 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 24 

Mr. VURSi.!:LL. In the State of Dli
nois, under the direction of the Gov
ernor, there is a contact office and a paid 
employee, under the Governor, in every 
county in the State. I imagine the gen
tleman will find that in many other 
States. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman is cor
rect, that in many of the States the State 
or county government is providing these 
county service officers, who are perform
ing a great service. It is for that reason 
we reduced the appropriation for this 
division by $3,223,425, making a ·total of 
something less than $10,000,000 for the 
contact offices. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. 'Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to find out if the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH] WOuld object to COn
sidering the remainder of the bill as ha v
ing been read, with reservation of points 
of order? The remainder of the bill is 
general provisions. 

Mr. TABER. I think it had better be 
read. . There are amendments to be 
offered. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield back the 
remainder of my time, Mr. Chairman . 

1\.fr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, those of us· who had 
the privilege and honor of serving a few 
years following World War I remember 
the difficulties that confronted each 
Member in an effort to secure satisfac
tory adjus~ment of the many claims flied 
by veterans for compensation arising out 
of service-connected disabilities. Those 
who were here will remember that one 
of the greatest difficulties encountered in 
having these claims satisfactorily ad
justed was that many of the applications 
were prepared by someone not familiar 
with the law or the evidence necessary to 
justify a claim, and, consequently, the 
application was frequently loosely drawn. 
Then the application would be denied for 
lack of evidence. Subsequently addi
tional evidence would sometimes be fur
nished, and quite frequently there would 
be some conflict in the evidence, as to 
dates, and so forth, and the claim would 
again be denied. 

As a result, there were many disabled 
veterans of World War I who were de
prived of compensation simply because 
they were not able to present their 
claims in a way to meet the legal require
ments. I felt then and I feel now that 
it would have been cheaper for the Gov
ernment to have placed an experienced 
and well-advised man in each county to 
assist these veterans in filing their 
claims, so that when they were once filed 
they would be properly filed. 

I am glad to learn, therefore, that this 
difficulty is going to be partially over
come at least by providing contact of
ficers in the various counties to aid, as
sist, and advise these veterans. 

It is true some of the States have al
ready made provision for one or more 
contact officers in each county, and I as
sume in such cases the Veterans' Admin
'istration will not attempt to duplicate 

the services to be rendered and insist on 
locating other contact officers in a 
county where a State contact officer has 
already been provided, unless the work 
should be too heavy to be taken care of 
by trhe State officer and then only in 
cases where the two will be able to work 
together. It may be, therefore, the num
ber of contact officers provided for in this 
bill will not be necessary. Of course; the 
work will be a great deal heavier and 
more voluminous than that which fol
lowed the First World War for the reason 
that the number in the armed forces in 
World War II was so much greater than 
the number in World War I. Further-

- more, there is probably a larger per
centage of those in Vvorld War II who 
saw actual combat service and, logically, 
the number of service-connected-dis
ability claims will be much greater than 
those following World War I. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina has ex
pired. 

By unanimous consent the pro forma 
amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 102. During the fiscal year ending 

June 30, 1947, the salaries of the Commis
sioners of the United States Tariff Com
mission shall be at the rate of $10,000 each 
per annum. · 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall take but a 
moment. 

Amendments have been offered to this 
bill as it has been read, designed to 
reduce the appropriations. Another 
amendment will be offered which will try 
to keep the various bureaus and agencies 
of the Government in line. I propose to 
offer a motion to recommit which will 
cut the appropriations for funds for per
sonnel in "'very item except those for the 
Veterans' Administration by 10 percent. 
Amendments will ue offered to every bill, 
unless cuts are made which will total 
enou~h. to bring the bills that are passed 
by COI\'5ress down to a point where the 
Budgeti for 1947 is balanced. The mem
bers of the Appropriations Committee are 
going to see to it that the House has an 
opportunity to vote on items that will cut 
sufficiently to keep this thing in hand. 
Nineteen hundred and forty-seven is a 
crucial year. Unless we balance the 
Budget in 1947 it is going to be difficult 
ever to balance it. I hope this motion 
and these amendments will have the sup
port of the House. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. . 
. Mr. H .. CARL ANDERSEN.. I sincerely 

hope the House will give consideration 
to this motion to recommit. It simply 

. means that we are endeavoring to take 
off 10 percent of the personnel of ·this 
huge bureaucratic Goverr1.ment. I wish 
to compliment the gentleman from New 
York tor doing what he is about to do. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. ELSTON. I take it the gentle

man's motion Y.rill not take any funds 
from the Veterans' Administration? 

Mr. TABER. It will n'ot. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, when we presented 
this bill to the House I told the House 
that we had no percentagewise cut be
cause you cannot do that and do it 
wisely. We did not make any arbitrary 
cuts. The cuts that we made were dis
cussed. We even added somewhat to 
some of the appropriations over the esti
mate of the Budget. Therefore, I want 
to say to the House that we have con
sidered every item in the Budget, and I 
hope that the House will not vote to 
recommit this bill and make any straight 
10-percent cut. No one can make a 10-
percent cut ~n 22 agencies in this bill 
and do it wisely. There is no question 
about that. 

I have great respect for the gentleman 
from New York, but I do believe that 
you cannot make any such cut as that 
and make it wisely. One agency may be 
able to take a 10-percent cut but an
other agency may. not be able to do it. 
We have considered these items. V-Ie 
did not bring them in haphazardly. We 
considered them all on their own merits 
and separately, and we did not apply 
any 10- or 20-percent cut to any of them. 
We took each item up and cut it when we 
thought it ought to be. I therefore ask 
the House to be very careful about 
applying a 10-percent cut to 22 agencies 
of the Government because a 10-percent 
cut will not apply to all of them alike. 

I hope when the motion to recommit is 
offered it will be defeated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 201. (a) Appropriations for the fiscal 

year 1947 available for expenses of travel o! 
civilian officers and employees of the execu
tive departments and independent establish
ments shall be available also for expanses of 
travel performed by them including expenses 
of transportation of their immediate families 
in accordance with regulations prescribed by 
the President, on transfer from one official 
station to another for permanent duty when 
authorized by the head of the department 
or establishment concerned in the order di
recting such transfer: Provided, That such 
expenses shall not be allowed for any trans
fer effected for the convenience of any officer 
or employee. 

(b) Appropriations ot the executive de
partments and independent establishments 
for the fiscal year 1947 available for the trans
portation of things shall be available, in ac
cordance with the act of October 10, 1940 
(5 U. S. C. 73c-1), for expenses incurred in 
the transfer of househo~d goods and effects of 
civilian officers and employees of such official 
station to another for permanent duty . 

(c) Appropriations contained in this act, 
available for expenses of travel shall be avail
able, when specifically authorized by the bead 
of the activity or establishment concerned, 
for expenses of attendance at meetings of 
organizations concerned with the function 
or activity for which the appropriation con
cerned is made. 

(d) Appropriations of the executive de
partments and independent establishments 
for the fiscal year 1947 available for expenses 
of travel shall be available for the payment 
of travel expenses while away from their 
homes or regular place of business, including. 
per diem in lieu of subsistence at place of 
-employment, in accordance with the Stand
ardized Government Travel Regulations, the 
Subsistence Expense Act of 1926, as amended 
(5 U. S. C., cb. 16), and the act of February 
14, 1931, as amended (5 u. s. c. 73a), or (1) 
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persons employed :illtet:mit 'l1ently as consnlta 
ants or experts and reeeiv!ing compen~ation 
on a per diem -when-actually-employ~d basis, 
and (2) persons serving in an .ad;visoxy .capac
ity ox employed without compensation or at 
$1 per annum; except that in case of (2) 
above there may be ·aumveti not to -exceed $1'0 
per diem in neu -of subsistence <Cn rou'lle and 
&t J)la.ce of service .or .employment, unless a 
higher .raw is specificaily pToVided by law. 

Mr. JOHNSON oflndiana. Mr. Clra-ir
r.1311, I offer an amendment. 

The Cle~:k read :as iollows.: 
Amend:me-nt -o1feTed b.y Mr. J<GHNSON of 

Indiana : On p-age ·48, add R .new subsec
twn as follows: 

" •(e) AppropriatiGn-s of the executive de
pa'IIttlMlnts and , ind>ependemt establishments 
,f(!)r the .fiscal year 1947 available for the pay
ment of salaries o.f personnel under 'the Clas
sification Act, as amentied, shall not become 
a'Va1lable at ·a rat-e -grea'te!' than 25 per-cent 
th-e'l'eof durlng th~ fi:rst C!UIU'ter of said fiscal 
year; an additional 25 percent thereof dur-

. ing the second quarter of lffiid fiscal ye-ar; 
an additional :23 percent ther-eof auring the 
third quarter of said .fiscal year; and an addi
tional 25 percent thereof during the fourth 
qaar.ter of said fiscal year." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. 
Chairman, for <quite some time we have 
.noticed growing up ·a:ction. lby the vadcms 
Go:vemment agencies, that pays little at
tention to the amount of money that is 
'BJUatbe:Gl them by OOn:gress and upon 
which they should operate during a fiscal 
w~rar., with the resu1t that ·toward the 
~latter part of .each tiiscal year we have 
tremenctous deticien.cies ·coming before us 
'to take care of the -amount which the va
rious agencies _hav:e overexpended or 
:expect to .overexpend during the year. 

The oommittee has gone through this 
bill carefully, has had extended heal'ings, 
it:tld has come to a conclusion as to how 
much they t11ink these various agen-cies 
'Should hav-e during the fi'Scal year 1947., 
· (}n which to oper;ate. 'This .amendment 
appltes mrty to the payment of 'Salaries 
-of -'Personnel and not to any i:>ther ac
tivity o'f the various agencies. Th:e ef
f"Ct:t ·of the amendmen.t, if adopted, is · 
this, that during the first quarter of the 
fiscal year 1947 an. agency could not 
tspend fo:r personnel more than 25 per
'Cel'lt of the amount 87Ppr.opriated. Dur
ing the second quarter of the fiscal year 
they 'could not ex·t>Eind a total of more 
than 50 percent of the total amount aP
propriated. So there -ean be no misun
derstanding, th-e amendment does not 
tirmt the expense ·during any qu-arter to 
a limit of 25 percent except in the fl:rs't 
quarter. lf during the first quarter -an 
agency should _expend tmly 1'0 percent 
tJf the amount which becomes avail-able 
'during that first qu·a:rter~ then during the 
second quarter it cou1d expend the '25 
·percent which becomes available in the 
.second quarter plus the 15 percent whi-ch 
u · !ailed to expend .in the :fir.st .quarter~ 
Therefor~ it wou1d .have40percent to ex- . 
pend in the -second -quarter.. lf during 
the s~ond quarter, when that .quarter is 
concluded, it did not expend the iull .50 
per-cent available, that would -ca:rry .over, 
plUs the 25 percent which becomes .avail
ole ill tbe .third ,quarter. If during the 
third quarter the 75 percent was .not 

.. expended, whatever was u.neK>.PeDcied 
wou1d carry over aiong with the -addi-

tiona! '25 percent which became a:vailab1e 
for the f:ourth qu&ter. 

The purpnse of this .amendment is tm 
try to compel these rugencieS to live 
within the anrount of money which they 
have jastified before the eommdttee. In· 
case some emergency oom:es up, some
thing unm11al, antl they ·do need more 
money, then they can -came befmre the 
Defi.ciency Committee -and g£t an Jlonest
to-God d:eltclency. But let us put them 
in tlit! p<Jsition where they must be lim
ited t'O the amount that the COngrtess has 
gTanted tfirem to 'Operate w1tb during the 
year, 

Mr. RABAUT. ~.Chairman, win the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indian-a. I yield 'to 
th€ gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. I oo ·notsee where the 
gentleman's amendment differs at 'all 
fl'Om what we are doing today except. to 
say that in the first quarter you ·cannot 
expend .more than 25 .Percent.. If you 
check the record. you will iind it is in 
the first quart~r th~t they spend the least 
money. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If they 
spend the least money in the-.first qaar
ter, then «uring the second quarter tbey 
will hav-e the unexpended par.t of the 
first quarter plus the part beemmng 
.available for the sooond quarter, but it · 
will prevent the agency, which I th-ink 
y.ou will find .some of them bave .done, 
during the first 6 .months of the year 
from expending the whole amount for 
personnel and then coming to .COngress 
-and saying-, "You must give us this defi
ciency because if you· do not we must 
close this agency. We have no money to 
operate on." 

Let us put this on a business basis. 
We budget for a year to run the agencies 
on. Now let us keep them \Within that 
amount. Are you going to say tb.a.t the 
agencies need more than they have jus
tified to the committee or that the com
mittee has not done a good job? I am 
giving the committee credit for doing a 
good job. 

Mr . .JONES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman ,yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 1 yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. In the State of Ohio we 
have a statute where the -cOlmty auditor 
in each county is .required to divide the 
appropriation by 12., and no .agency .can 
.spend more than one-twelfth .of Uae en
tire annual appropriation in one month, 
andlt wor.ks.satisfac'torily for the benefit 
of the taxpayer-s and for the State. 

Mr. JOHNSON of lnc:li.ana. I think 1t 
ls a very wlse provision, and our Govern
ment would have been better o1I if we 
had adopted something like this y.ea~s 
ago and .stopped this dellcit .spending. 

:Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
.rise iii opposition to the .amendment. 
Mr~ Chairman, ] .am not ~in,g to take 

.much time because I do not think i.t is 
necessary; I hope tha-t the House will not 
be taken in by a. fu:st glance at this 
amendmen.t, because A..t might look good 
in tba.t case. 1: simply want to sa.y to the 
H.o:use that .this amendmeat was offered 
in the full committee and was def-eated 
.21 to 10 • .and we .crossed party lines. lt 
was not a partisan vote, Republi-cans V>Ot
.ing to defeat the amendment. 

This simply would hamstring these 
org:anizations. There is m> question but 
that certain or.ganiza.tions have a biggea.· 
load fu c:arry at certain times of "the 
year. There js no question but that cer
tain emergencies .cause them to have to 
do more work in certain periods. Aside 
fr.o.m their gareral wol'k, their per.sonnel 
load would increase. 

This is a -eom'J}l€te departure from the 
ril-a.nner in whi'Ch we have pursued these 
things In the past. .I can .give you an 
example '()f one agency in particu!ar the 
Public Roads 1\.0minrstration. They ·~an
oot -carry on their wt}:rk in certain periods 
-o-f tbe year because of the weather. 
Therefore, it ·is necessary even in their 
})ersonnel to be able to have ·flexibility 
so that at the time of the year they -ean 
work t'bey will have the money available. 

l think that if everybody will stop and 
_lo-ok at this amem:tment ftJl' a moment 
you wll:I -see that if you limit them to 25 
percent for 3 months~ and the same for 
the next 3 months~ and so on, you are 
putting every -agency in a strait-jacket. 
What do we have the 'Deficiency Appro
priations Commttteetor? We have it for 
the J>Urpuse of l>ermitting these bureaus 
to .come UP here when they are short of 
fnnds and ask for additional funds. If 
they ask for too much the Deficiency Ap
propriations Committee -can deny them 
the money. I have confidence in the De-
1iciency Committee. Therefore~ I believe 
this umendment .should be defeated here 
just as it was in the full committee. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. -chairman, wiH the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BONNER. Will the gentleman 
from FlDrlda explain why a good, sound, 
jmteliigent financial-basis amendment 
of this nature would bamstdng any 
agetilcy after they have come in and said 
that this is what they need f-or the yearJ 
If the quarter is too much, then put them 
on a month~y ba-sis. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. In the .fir.st place, 
I am n ·ot going to agree With the gen
tleman's assumption that tl1is is .a good, 

· sound, business-basis amendment, be
rcame .it is not. In the second place, r 
have just explained why the amendment 
wiU not work. and whY it would ham
string certain agencies. I have told you 
tha·t an tt.gen-cy will mak-e up their esti
mate as far as possible based on the 
work load they will ha.v:e during the sear, 
but tbey have not based that en any 
quarter. If we. give them 11. chan-ce to 
say. "We need so much in this quarter 
iSnd 'SO much in this quarter.'' I wm be 
willing to limit them to tb-e amount 
.n-eeded in each q11arter, but they have 
.not had an opportunity t;o tell us whllit 
they need in a quarter. They are basmg 
it on the year's period. 

Mr. BONNER. May ! say oo the gen
tleman further that if ynu defeat this 
ame-ndment y.ou invite every department 
to g-o &bead and spend their money and 
then come in :for a deficiency appropria
tion. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. lf that is true, 
· then we have been invitimg them ever 
since I have been here, and before I have 
been here. If we were to give the agency 
a -chan-ce to come in .and tell us -what 
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they would need in each quarter so that 
they could take less in one quarter and 
more in another when their work load 
increased, that would be sensible, but 
this amendment is not a sensible one. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? ' 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. VURSELL. I think this amend
ment is just about what the Congress 
often adopts, and it will help the Presi
dent balance the budget. In other 
words, we will balance the budget on the 
number of employees and the amount of 
expense if we adopt this amendment. 
We will have that much of it sewed up 
and tied down. I think it is a splendid 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wonder how the 
gentleman thinks this would affect the 
Post Office Department during the holi
day period, when they have more work 
and have to put on extra employees all 
over. The gentleman knows good and 
well that they, could not do that. If we 
give them a chance to come in and tell us 
how much they will need in that quar
ter, then all right, but they cannot do it 
on this appropriation. 

Mr. VURSELL. The answer is that 
the Post Office Department is not in this 
bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I know that, but -
there are other departments in this bill 
on all fours with the Post Office Depart
ment. I was just using that as an anal
ogy, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment. The gentleman from Flor
ida in opposing the amendment spoke, 
for example, of the budget of the Public 
Roads Administration in its program. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, I did. 
Mr. ANDREWS of New York. What is 

the complete budget for public roads? 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I hope the gentle

man will not ask me to go over the whole · 
budget. Of course, the figures are here 
and I can give them to you. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. What is 
the increase? . 

Mr. HENDRICKS. About $200,000,-
000. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. What is 
the period in which they have to make 
a heavy appropriation, or, rather, when 
they have to spend the most money? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. In the period in 
which they can build roads. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. You 
said it would hamstring them. They 
would have 3 months for the first quar
ter. What would be their situation in 
the first quarter? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would take it 
for granted that in the first quarter they 
could not work on the roads because of 
the weather. May I say that they prob
ably could work during the first quarter, 
but the second quarter might be worse, 
and probably the third quarter might be 
worse. 

Mr. ANDREW'S of New York. If you 
tie them down to a quarterly basis, they 

could anticipate their expenditures the 
same as any businessman in the country 
does who knows how much he is allowed 
for the full year. 

Mr. HEr..TDRICKS. May I say to the 
gentleman j;hat if we had told these 
agencies to come in and estimate their 
requirements on a quarterly basis, and, 
of course, they are the ones who would 
know what their expenditures would be 
and what their load is going to be, I would 
go along with this proposal in holding 
them to that estimate on a quarterly 
basis. But we have not asked them to 
do that. We did not do that and here 
by this amendment it is proposed to 
limit them to 25 percent per quarter 
when they have made their estimates 
on the basis of their peak load and their 
minimum load. I say it will not work. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. The 
gentleman spoke of the Post Office De
partment, which is not in this bill, but 
the gentleman cannot tell me that the 
Post Office Department in the first quar
ter could not estimate how much more 
they are going to need in the second 
quarter, which includes Christmas, and 
still not come within the particular 
monthly allotment as the amendment 
which has been offered would provide. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. This amendment 
only allows 25 percent of the appropria
tion to be used for each quarter. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. The 
amendment would do one thing and that 
is to cut down the work of the Deficiency 
Appropriations Committee. I think 
that would be a perfectly splendid thing 
and once and for all it would bring the 
budgets of these bureaus which are men
tioned in this bill in line with fair, 
orderly, good common American busi
ness sense and practice. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this is probably 
one of the most sensible amendments 
which has ever been offered to any ap .. 
propriation bill, contrary to the opinion 
of my friend from Florida. If it be 
true, as the gentleman from Florida said, 
that the Deficiency Appropriations Com
mittee is here for the purpose of bring
ing up these differences in budget esti
mates, then it is equally true that any 
department which does not have suffi
cient funds because of having used its 
full quarter's appropriation can come 
into the Deficiency Committee at any 
time during the year that they care to 
and ask for an adjustment of that in 
a subsequent quarter of the year. So 
the very argument the gentleman from 
Florida uses to defeat this worth-while 
amendment is the strongest argument 
in favor of the amendment. I think 
that the practice of deficiency appro
priations has been one of the weakest 
parts of our entire fiscal policy· in the 
Government. These departments de
liberately use the Deficiency Committee 
as a means of building up a budget far 
beyond the original estimates that are 
given in the regular appropriation bill. 
They do it by bunching their expendi
tures. There are two methods now 
which the departments use. They do it 
by bunching their expenditures either in 
·the early part of the year so that their 
coffers run dry and they are in a desper-

ate condition and have to appeal to be 
saved or else they do it by allowing their 
employment to be low in the early part 
of the year and bunching it in the final 
quarters so that when they come in for 
a new appropriation and use the heavy 
pay-roll figures as justification. If there 
is any purpose whatever in budgeting, 
then it follows naturally the more care
fully you budget the more successful you 
will be in living up to your budget. I 
would vote for an amendment to budget 
it by the month. I think this amend
ment is more liberal because it gives a 
3-month period. But if budgeting be 
sound, then budgeting to the extent of 
dividing the year into four sections is 
ultra sound. I hope the Members of the 
House on both sides of the aisle can vote 
for this amendment. It is one of the 
finest amendments ever offered to any 
appropriation bill. I hope the Members 
of the House back it up and show their 
sincere interest if not in cutting this 
exorbitant budget, then at least in hold
ing to it so that we do not exceed it 
before the year is over. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PLOESER. I yield. 
Mr. ELSTON. It is a fact, is it not, 

that some departments are habitual 
offenders, and every year come before the 
Deficiency Subcommittee asking for ad
ditional funds? 

Mr. PLOESER. That is right. Many 
departments practice the policy of try~ 
ing to build up the personnel for the sim
ple reason of giving more power to their 
operation. It is not a matter of efficiency 
in Government. It is who can get the 
most in power and in infiuence in the 
Federal Government. 

The gentleman from Florida quotes the 
votes in the Appropriations Committee. 
He said he would not vote. for this 
amendment or any other amendment 
which would seek to divide the Budget 
up into sections of the year, even if you 
allowed a small percentage of variation. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PLOESER. . I yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The gentleman 

did not put his question to me in that 
way. 

Mr. PLOESER. No; I put it to you 
in three questions. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The· gentleman 
said, "Would you support this amend- -
ment under any circumstances?" and I 
said "No." 

Mr. PLOESER. Then, I asked the 
gentleman if he would support this 
amendment if we allowed as much as a 
2-percent variation for seasonal changes, 
and he said, "No." Then, I asked the 
gentleman, if he will remember-and he 
can remember, because he has an ex
cellent memory-! asked the gentleman 
then if he would support any amendment 
to divide the Budget throughout the 
year, and he said, "None whatever." 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I do not recall the 
gentleman adding that question. 

Mr. PLOESER. Which is a perfect 
demonstration of no intention whatso
ever to support this worth-while and 
sound amendment. 
· Mr. HENDRICKS. · I do not recall the 
gentleman asking that question. · 
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Mr. PLOESER. I regret the gentle

man does not recall it. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PLOESER. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. There has been 

somE! talk about seasonal bulges in the 
Budget, mentioning the Christmastime 
in the Post Office Department. I under
stood that the ·bulges in pa-y rolls ordinar
ily came around ~lection time. 

Mr. PLOESER. Well, that is another 
bulge period. That is the big bulge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
attention of the House as I read the fol
lowing from the present budget and ac
counting law: 

SEC. 169. No executive department or other 
Government establishment of the United 
States shall expend in any one fiscal year any 
sum in exce13s of appropriations made by 
Congress for that fiscal year, or involve ti:e 
Government in any contract or other obli
gation for the future payment of money in 
excess of such appropriations made, unless 
such contract or obligation is authorized by 
law. 

If Congress provides that certain sums 
shall be paid under certain circum
stances, and to pay them it might become 
necessary to create a deficit, that can be 
permitted by law. · So the idea of defeat
ing deficiencies by this proposed amend
ment is certainly taken care of by the 
present law. · 
. Certainly anyone would realize that if 
you have such an amendment to the law 
it should be fixed before the bill is written 
and before the hearings are had, so that 
the department would know the situation 
and could advise Congress during the 
hearings on the bill how much they 
would want to spend in the first quarter, 
the second quarter, the third and the 
fourth quarters. _, If that should be done 
on future appropriations, it might be 
worthy of consideration. But to come in 
at this late hour is wholly ill-advised and 
certainly not necessary from the stand
point of not creating deficits, because 
that is taken care of by the law at pres
ent. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield?. 
. Mr. MAHON. I yield. 
Mr: PLOESER. The law which the 

gentleman just read restricts them to ex
ceeding their authorized budget in the 
year, but they can exceed it within 30 
days. · They would go out of business if 
you did not give them a deficiency appro
priation. It does not spread that 
throughout the year. It is that abuse 
that we are trying to correct. The gen
tleman will do a disservice to economy if 
he does not try to eliminate that abuse. 
The gentleman says we should warn these 
departments in advance. If. you had 
warned them, these estimates would have 
been much greater than they are today 
for the entil~e year. 

''Mr: 'MAHON. Then, the gentleman's 
am~ndment would do a great disservice 
in· the :future, because they would have 
notice, and we .would have much larger 
appropnations. So the gentleman de
feats his own argument., 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I yield. 
Mr. RABAUT. I think the amend

ment would do a positive disservice to 
the Government, for this reason: You 
would force the departments to take on 
their personnel in a hurry in the first 
quarter whereas in . the usual course of 
things in the first quarter there is de
liberation in the selection of personnel 
and equipment and accordingly the 
greater part of the money is spent as the 
year goes on. If you want to embarrass 
the departments, pass this amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. And if you want to iii
cre-ase the chance of having unexpended 
balances left at the end of the year do 
not pass this amendment, because if you 
pa.ss it the agency will be tempted to see 
to it that there are no unused funds 
to return to the Treasury. 

Mr. RABAUT. If you are anxious to 
add to the cost of the Government pass 
this amendment. You will save not a 
dime, you will increase the expenses of 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Chairman, touching upon the col
loquy that just took place between the 
distingUished gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MAHON] and the gentleman from 
Michiga_n [Mr. RABAUT] I recall in the 
hearings· before our Subcommittee on 
State Department Appropriations that 
the chairman of the committee, the gen
tleman fro·in Michigan [Mr. RABAUTJ, 
called attention many times to the steady 
practice of the State Department, during 
the year after we had gone over their 
requests in the annual supply bill, to 
blanket in during the yea1· additional 
"Personnel-more than had been promised 
them and more than had been requested 
by them for their annual needs. They 
would come up here and get a deficiency, 
and instead of employing 5,000 people 
we had given them, they would have 
7,500 people. Then they would use that 
7,500 employees as the basis of their re
quests for· the following year. 

Perhaps you might divide the appro
priation into 12 parts, one for each 
month, or into four quarters, one-fourth 
of the annual appropriation for each 3 
months. But the chairman of the sub
committee on the State Department bill 
complains of that practice whjch the De
partment and practically every agency 
has been following of coming up in the 
middle of the year and submitting addi
tional requests notwithstanding the lim
itation that had been placed upon them 
in the annual supply bill. 

Mr. RABAUT. -Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 
Mr. RABAUT. I differ with the gen

tleman in his statement as to the policy 
of the State Department-he used the 
term "steady practice", because it has 
not been the steady practice. It was the 
practice during the war for them to go 
to the deficiency subcommittee from time 
to time and ask for additional personnel 
and get it on a partial-year basis and 
then come before the subcommittee on 
the next regular bill and use that as a 

basis for the full following year; but I 
recall that the committee and each and 
every member of it felt it was not the 
right thing to do; but it was not ~ regu
lar practice, it was a practice that grew 
up under the emergency of war. I hope 
the gentleman will concede that. 

Mr. JONES. I concede that it hap
pened during the war years, but I do not 
know what the practice was before that 
for I did not come on the committee·until 
1941. 

Mr. RABAUT. If the gentleman will 
yield further, we have followed a practice 
in our committee which I would suggest 
to the House: We encourage the depart
ments to report to us at the end of the 
year how much of their funds they re
turn each year to the Treasury. We in
augurated this practice some years ago. 
We did it with the idea that they would 
not then join in this general spending 
spree in the last month of the fiscal year 
for the purpose of saying that they had 
spent all their funds. That is a habit 
that has grown up in the departments 
because of the practice in the House of 
taking away from them any money they 

. saved in the previous year. This, in my 
opinion, is a mistake. If the comm; ttee 
does not penalize the departments for 
the amount they have saved the pre
vious year by deducting the amount, you 
will find they spend less. 

Mr. JONES. I do not agree with the 
gentleman that that practice follows au
tomatically, because in Ohio for a great 
number of years all of the county and 
State offices are required to diVide their 
appropriations by 12. 

Let us take the Public Roads Adminis
tration. The fiscal year starts in July. 
They will spend a normal amount for the 
summer months but wintertime gen
erally brings a lessening of activities. 
During those months a backlog of appro
priated money piles up. The amendment 
states that they may not spend more than 
one-quarter of the appropriation for the 
year in any one quarter. So the effect is 
not to hamstring even the Bureau of Pub
lic Roads. 

We on the Appropriations Committee 
know precious little about how funds are 
spent in the executive departments. I 
need only quote Lindsay Warren, Comp
troller General, who says that he doe~ 
not know and Congress does not kno 
how the Federal bureaucrats spend their 
funds. We cannot possibly know by 
spending three months of the year going 
over the requests for funds how much 
each agency needs. So that this will be 
a curb upon the bureaucrats to keep their 
appropriations down to the limit of man
power and expenditures that were in
tended when we pass the annual appro
priation for them. 

Mr. Chairman, the Deficiency Commit
tee will still meet after this amendment 
is agreed to, that committee will still be 
in session, and if there is any great emer
gency it certainly can meet after the 
amendment is adopted just as well as 
now. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. -
Chairman, will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I have 
t·ead the amendment over very carefully 
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and I think this is a fair and honest 
interpretation of it: The amendment 
applies to appropriations the rationing 
principle applied to food during the war. 
It merely says that 25 per cent of the 
amount of salary money that you get 
during the year .will be available dUring 
the first quarter. In other words, you 
will get stamps validating 25 percent for 
the first quarter and then 25 percent at 
the commencement of the second quar
ter. If you have not used up all of your 
stamps in the first· quarter they are good 
in the second quarter. At the beginning 
of the third quarter you validate an
other 25 percent of your salary stamps. 
If you have not spent all of your stamps 
in the first and second quarter you may 
spend those in the third quarter. Then 
25 percent of your stamps will be vali
dated at the opening of the fourth quar
ter. If you have not spent all of your 
other stamps you can spend them in the 
final quarter. It says, however, that you 
may not anticipate and use up your sal
ary stamps in the first part of the ye·ar. 
You have got to spread them along. In 
that sense it is a true antideficiency 
amendment. · 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. .. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for two 
additional mi:Qutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES. I yield to the gentleman 

from Michigan. 
Mr. RABAUT. What would the 

gentleman do, · for instance, with the 
Bureau of Fisheries if you put through 
this amendment, teach the fish to hatch 
at a certain time? 

Mr. JONES. We have a Bureau· of 
Fisheries in Ohio. This does not repeal 
the Deficiency Committee. 

Mr. RABAUT. I am asking what the 
gentleman would do under this general 
rule. 

Mr. JONES. The Deficiency Commit
tee has not been dispensed with. These 
departments may still come to the Con
gress. 

The gentleman pointed out further in 
his argument that we would put our
selves in the position where every agency 
would want to spend as much as they had 
of their appropriations during any quar
ter, but this would cut down the chances 
by one-fourth because they would be lim
ited by the terms of the amendment to 
quarters if the amendment is adopted. 
If they are going to have a great amount 
left over, they would have much more to 
play with on a yearly basis than they 
would on the quarterly basis. It is said 
that if you put a limitation on it by 
quarters, then each bureau or agency 
will try to spend as much as they can and 
not return any money back to the Treas
ury. If that be true, then it is a con..: 
fession that we do not know how the 
public money is being spent. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yie!d to the gentleman 
· from New York. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. I would 
like to aslc the gentleman from Michigan, 
who I assume is a member of the De
ficiency Committee, if he would not like 
to have less work on the Deficiency Com
mittee rather than more? 

Mr. RABAUT. It is not a question of 
work. It is a question of bringing out 
the ridiculousness of this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has again e_xpired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. JoHNSON of 
Indiana) there were-ayes 88, noes 79. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. HENDRICKS 
and Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
96, noes 86. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of 

the bill. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

in .voting · for H. R. 5201 I want· it dis
tin~:tly understood that I .am in no man
ner countenancing the nonveteran ap
propriations. I am supporting this bill 
solely on the ground that I .consider the · 
appropriation for the Veterans' Adminis
tration absolutely necessary. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise 
and report the bilJ back to the House 
with sundry amendments, with the rec
ommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to _and that the bill as amended 
do pass; 

The motion was agree~ to. 
· Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. McCoR-... 
MACK] having resumed the chair, Mr. 
WHITTINGTON, Chairman of the Commit
tee of the Whole Housf' on the State of 
the Union, reported that that Commit
tee, having had under consideration the 
bill <H. R. 5201) making appropriations 
for the Executive Office and sundry in
dependent executive bureaus, boards, 
commissions, and offices, for the · fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1947, and for other 
purposes, had directed him to report the 
bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation 
that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. HEmJRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the bill 
and all amendments thereto to final · 
passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a 

separate vote demanded on any amend
ment? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I 
demand a separate vote on the Taber 
amendment, on page 3, line 23, with ref
erence to the Government Information 
Service, and I also demand a separate 
vote on the Johnson of Indiana amend
ment on page 48. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a 
separate vote demanded on any other 
amendment? If not, the Chair wm put 
them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to~ 

The SPEAKER prq tempore. The 
Clerk will report the first amendment on 
which · a separate vote has been de
manded. 

The Clerk read as follm,rs: 
Amendment offered by Mr. TABER: On page 

3, line 23, after "$3,044,880" strike out the 
period, and insert a colon and the following: 
·~Provided, That none of the funds herein in 
this paragraph appropriated to the Bureau 
of the Budget shall be used for any salary 
or expense connected with the operation of 
a Government Tnformation Service." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chair 
being in doubt, the House divided, and 
there were-ayes 91, noes 97. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vot~ on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and · make a point of order 
that a quorum is not present. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently no quorum is present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and t1;1ere 
were-yeas 152, nays 177, not voting 98, 
as -follows: · 

· [Roll No. 6] 
YEAS-152 

Allen; m. GUlespie Martin, Iowa 
Andersen, Gillie Martin, Mass. 
. H. Carl . Goodwin . Mason 

Anderson, Calif. Grant, tnd. Merrow 
Andrews, N. Y Griffiths . Michener 
Angell . Gwinn, N.Y. Miller, Nebr. 
Arends .. _ , . Gwynne, Iowa. Mundt 
Ar~old .~ . Hagen - "Murray,'Wis. 
Barrett, vvyo. Hale O'Hara 
Beall Hall, · · O'Konskt 
Bennet, N. -Y. Ed~in ArthurPhillips . 
Bennett, Mo. Hall, Pittenger 
Bishop . ~ Leonard W. Ploeser · 
Blacknel' Halleck Ramey 
Bolton . Hancock . Reece, Tenn. 
Bradley, Mi~h. Hand Reed, IIi. ~-
Brown. Ohio Harness, Ind. Rees, Kans. 
Buck Henry Robertson; 
Butler Heselton N.Dak. 
Byrnes, Wis. Hess Robsion, Ky~ 
Campbell Hill RockweU 
Case, N .. J. Hinshaw Rodgers, Pa. 
Case, S. Dak. Hoeven Rogers, Mass. 
Chenoweth Ho~man Schwabe, Mo. 
Chiperfield Holmes, Wash. Schwabe, Okla. 
Church Horan Shafer · 
Clason Howell Sharp 
Cle\•enger Hull Short , 
Cole, Mo. Jenkins Simpson, Ill. 
Corbett Jennings Simpson. Pa. 
Crawford Jensen Smith, Maine 
Cunningham Joh~son,, Calif. Smith, Ohio 
Curtis Johnson, Ind. Smith, Wis. 
D'Ewart J~nes Springer 
Dirksen Jonkman Stefan 
Dolllver Kean Stevenson 
Dondero Kearney Stocltman 
Dworshak Keefe Sumner, Ill. 
Ellis Kilburn Taber 
Ellsworth Kinzer Talbot 
Elsaesser Kunkel Talle 
Elston Landis Taylor 
Engel, Mich. Latham Thomas, N.J. 
Fellows LeCompte Tibbott 
Fenton LeFevre Vorys, Ohio 
Fuller Lemlce Vursell 
Fulton Lewis Weichel 
Gamble McConnell WiggleEworth 
Gavin McCowen Wilson 
Gearhart McDonough Wolcott 
Gerlach McGregor Wolverton, N.J. 
Gifford McMillen, Ill. Woodruff 

Abernethy 
Allen, La. 
Andrews, Ala. 
Bailey 
Baldwin, Md. 
Barden 
Barrett, Pa. 
Barry 
Bates, Ky. 
Biemiller 

R'\YS-177 
B:and 
Bonner 
B::;ren 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Burch 
Burgin 
Cannon. Mo. 
Carnahan 

Chelf 
Clark 
Clements 
Cochran · 
Colmer 
Combs ' 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Cravens 
Crosser 
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D'Alesandro Kelley, Pa. Rabaut 
De Lacy Kelly, Ill. Rabin 
Delaney, Kerr Rains 

John J. Kilday Rankin 
Domengeaux Kopplemann Resa 
Doughten, N. C. Lane Richards 
Douglas, Calif. Lanham Riley 
Doyle Larcade Robertson, Va. 
Drewry Lea Robinson, Utah 
Durham Lesinski Roe, Md. 
Earthman Link Rogers, Fla. 
Eberharter Ludlow Rogers, N.Y. 
Elliott Lyle Rooney 
Fallon Lynch Rowan 
Feighan McCormack Ryter 
Fernandez McGehee Sabath 
Flood McKenzie Sadowski 
Folger McMillan, S.C. Sasscer 
Forand Madden Savage 
Gallagher Mahon Sikes 
Gardner Manasco Slaughter 
Gary Mansfield, Smith, Va. 
Gathings Mont. Snyder 
Geelan Marcantonio Somers, N.Y. 
Gordon Mills Sparkman 
Gore Morgan Spence 
Gorski Murdock Starkey 
Gossett Murphy Stewart · 
Granahan Murray, Tenn. Stigler 
Granger Neely Sullivan . 
Green Norrell Sumners, Tex. 
Gregory O'Brien, Ill. Tarver 
Hare O'Brien, Mich. Thorn 
Harris .O'Neal Thomas, Tex. 
Hart ·O'Toole Thomason 
Havenner :Outland ·Tolan 
Hays Pace Torrens 
Hedrick Patman Trimble 
Hendricks Patrick Vinson . 
Hobbs ·Patterson :Voorhis, Calif. 
Hoch Peterson, Fla Walter 
Holifield Peterson, Ga. 'Wasielewski 
Huber ·Pfeifer Weaver 
Izac . Philbin· Whitten 
Jaclcson Pickett Whittington 
Jarman Powell 'Winstead 
Johnson, · Price, Fla. .Wood . 

Luther A. Price, nl. Woodhouse 
~ Johnson. Okla. Prlest · · . Worlef · 

Kee Quinn, ·N. Y. Zimmerman 
• I 

NOT VOTING-98 . 
Adams · · Dawson L~pe · 
Andresen, Delaney, MeGlf,nchey 

August H. James J. Maloney 
A uchineloss Dingell Mansfield, Tex. 
Baldwin, N.Y. Douglas, Ill.. Mathews 
Bates, Mass. Eaton May . 
Beckworth Engle, Calif. Miller, Calif. 
Bell Fisher Monroney 
Bender Flannagan Morrison 
Bloom Fogarty Norton · 
Boykin Gibson Plumley ~ 
Bradley, Pa. Gillette Poage 
Brehm Graham Randolph 
Brumbaugh Grant, Ala. Rayfiel · 
Buckley Gross Reed, N. Y. 
Buffett Harless, Ariz. Rich · 
Bulwinkle Hartley Rtvers 
Bunker Healy Rizley · · · 
J:!yrne, N.Y. Hebert Roe, N.Y. 
Camp · Heffernan Russell 
canfield Herter Scrivner 
Cannon, Fla. Holmes, Mass. Sheppard 
Carlson Hook Sheridan 
Celler Hope Sundstrom 
Chapman Johnson, Ill. Towe 
Clippinger · Johnson, Traynor 
Coffee Lyndon B. Wadsworth 
Cole, Kans. Judd Welch 
Cole; N.Y. Kefauver West 
Cooley Keogh White 
Cox King Wickersham 
Curley Kirwan Winter 
Daughton, Va. Knutson Wolfenden, Pa. 
Davis LaFollette 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: ·· 
On this vote: 
Mr. Adams for, with Mr. Randolph against. 
Mr. Brehm for, with Mr. Keogh against. 
Mr. Graham for, with Mr. Healy against. 
Mr. Brumbaugh for, with Mr. Davis against. 
Mr. Carlson for, with Mrs. Norton against. 
Mr. Buffett for, with Mr. Miller of Califor-

nia 2gainst. 
Mr. Hartley for, with Mr. Wickersham 

agamst . .. 
Mr. Cole of New York for, with Mr. Bradley 

of Pennsylvania against. 
Mr. Judd for, with Mr. Sheridan against. 

XCII-24 

· Mr. Holmes of Massachusetts for, with Mr. 
Morrison against. 

Mr. Knutson for, with Mr. King against. 
Mr. Hope for, with Ml'. McGlinchey against. 
Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Engle 

of California against. . 
Mr. Gillette for, with Mr. Dingell against. 
Mr. Gross for, with Mr. Traynor against. 

General pairs until further notice: 
Mr. Mansfield of Texas with Mr. H. Carl 

Andersen. 
Mr. Coffee with Mr. Baldwin of New York. 
Mr. Fogarty with Mr. Johnson of Dllnois. 
Mrs. Douglas of. Illinois with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Roe of New York with Mr. Herter. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. Byrne of New York with Mr. Cole of 

Kansas. 
Mr. Hook with Mrs. Luce. 
Mr. Flannagan with Mr. Canfield. 
Mr. Bloom with Mr. Plumley. 
Mr. Monroney with Mr. Rlzley. 
Mr. Maloney with Mr. Wolfenden of Penn-

sylvania. 
Mr. Kefauver with Mr. Rich. 
Mr. May with Mr. Wadsworth. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The' doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

·clerk will report· the next amendment 
on which a separate vote has been de-
manded. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. · JOHNSON of 

. Ind~ana: On page 48, .add a new subsection 
as follows: 

"(e) Appropriations of the executive de
partments and independent establishments 
for the fiscal year '·1947 available for the pay
mEmt of salaries of personenl under the 
Classification Act, as amended, shall not be
come available at a · rate greater than 25 
percent thereof during the first quarter of 
said fiscal year; an additional 25 percent 
thereof during the second quarter .of said 
fiscal year; an additional 25 percent thereof 
during the third quarter of said fiscal year, 
and an additional 25 percent thereof dur
ing the fourth quarter of said fiscal year." · 

. t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment. 
The question was· taken and the Speak

er pro· tempore announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-years 158, nays 170, not voting 99, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 7] 
YEft.S-158 

Allen, Ill. Case, S. Dak. 
Andersen, Chenoweth 

H. Carl Chiperfield 
Anderson, Calif. Church 
Andrews, N.Y. Clason 
Angell Clevenger 
Arends Cole, Mo. 
Arnold Corbett 
Barden Crawford 
Barrett, Wyo. Cunningham 
Beall Curtis 
Bennet, N.Y. D'Ewart 
Bennett, Mo. Dolliver 
Bishop Dondero 
Blackney Durham · 
Bolton Dworshak 
Bonner Ellis 
Boren Ellsworth 
Bradley, Mich. Elsaesser 
Brown, Ohio Elston 
Brumbaugh Engel, Mich. 
Buck Fellows 
Burgin Fenton 
Butler Fuller 
Byrnes, Wis. Fulton 
Campbell Gamble 
case, N.J. Gavin · 

Gearhart 
Gerlach 
Gifford 
Gillespie 
Gillie 
Goodwin 
Grant, Ind. 
Griffiths 
Gwinn,N. Y. 
Gwynne, Iowa 
Hagen 
Hale 
Hall, 

Edwin Arthur 
Hall, 

Leonard W. 
H!tlleck 
Hancock 
Hand 
Harness, Ind. 
Henry : 
Heselton 
Hess 
Hill 
Hinshaw 
Hoeven . 
Hoffman 

Holmes, Wash. 
Horan 
Howell 
Hull 
Jenkins 
Jennings 
Jensen 
Johnson. Calif. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jones 
Jonkman 
Kean 
Kearney 
Keefe 
Kilburn 
Kinzer 

McGregor 
McMillen, Ill. 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin, Mass. 
Mason 
Merrow· 
Michener 
M1ller, Nebr. 
Mundt 
Murray, Wis. 
O'Hara 
O'Konskl 
Phillips 
Pittenger 
Ploeser 
Ramey 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Ill. 
Rees, Kans. 
Robertson, 

N. Dak. 

Shafer 
Sharp 
Shor~ _ 
Simpscn, Ill. 
Simpson,Pa.. 
Smith, Maine 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Springer 
Stefan 
Stevenson 
Stockman 
Sumner, Ill. 
Taber 
Talle 
Taylor 
Thomas, N.J. 

Kunkel 
LaFollette 
Landis 
Latham 
LeCompte 
LeFevre • 
Lemlce 

· Lewis 
McConnell 
McCowen 
McDonough 

· Tibbott 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vursell 
Welchel 
Wigglesworth 
Wilson 
Wolcott 

Robsion, Ky. 
Rockwell 
Rodgers, Pa . . 
Rogers. Mass. 
Schwabe, Mo. 
Schwabe, Okla. 

Wolverton; N.J. 
Woodruff · 

NAYS-170 
.f!.bernethy Hare 
Allen, La. Harris 
Andrews, Ala. Hart · · 
Bailey Havenner 
Baldwin, Md. Hays 
Barrett, Pa. Hedrick 
Barry Hendricks 
Bates, Ky. Hobbs 
Biemlller · Hoch 
Bland Holifield 
Brooks Huber 
Brown, Ga. Izac 
Bryson Jackson 
Burch Jarman 
Camp . Johnso.n, 
Cannon, Mo. Luther A. 
Carnahan ·Johnson. Okla. 
Chelf Kee 
Clark Kelley, Pa. 
Clements Kell-y, Ill. 
Cochran Kerr 
Colmer Kilday 
Combs Kopplemann 
Cooper Lane 

· Courtney Lanham 
Cravens Larcade 
Crosser Lea 
D'Alesandro Lesinski 
De Lacy Link 
Delaney, Ludlow 

John J. Lyle 
Dirksen Lynch 
Domengeaux McCormack 
Ooughton, N.C. McGehee 
Douglas, Calif. McKenzie 
Doyle McM1llan, S. C. 
Drewry ¥adden 
Earthman Mahon 
Eberharter Manasco 
Elliott Mansfield, 
Fallon Mont. 
Feighan Marcantonio 
Fernandez Mills 
Flood Morgan 
Folger Murdock 
Forand Murphy 
Gallagher Murray, Tenn. 
Gary Neely 
Gathings Norrell 
Geelan O'Brien, Ill. 
Gordon O'Brien, Mich. 
Gore · O'Neal 
Gorski O'Toole 
Gossett Outland 
Grar..ahan Pace 
Granger Patman 
Green Patrick 
G_regory Patterson 

Peterson, Fla. 
Peterson, Ga. 
Pfeifer · 
Philbin 
Pickett 
Powell 
Price. Fla . . 
Price, Ill. 
Priest 
Quinn,N. Y. 
Rabaut 
Rabin 
Rains 
Rankin 
Resa 
~ichards 
.Riley · , 
Robinson, Utah 
Roe,Md. 

· Rogers, Fla. 
Rooney 
Rowan 
Ryter 
Sa bath 
Sadowski 
Sasscer 
Savage 
Sikes 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Somers, N. ·Y. 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Starkey 
Stewart 
Stigler 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Tarver 
Thorn 
Thomas, Tex. · 
Thomason 
Tolan 
Torrens 
Trimble 
Vinson 
Voorhis, Calif. 
Walter 
Wasielewski 
Weaver 
Whitten 
Whittington 
Winstead 
Wood 
Woodhouse 
Worley 
Z~mmerman 

NOT VOTING-99 
Adams 
Andresen, . 

August H. 
Auchincloss 
Baldwin, N. Y. 
Bates Mass. 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Bender 
Bloom 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brehm 
Buckley 
Buffett 
Bulwinkle 
Bunker 
Byrne, N.Y. 

Canfield 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carlson 
Celler 
Chapman 
Clippinger 
Coffee 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole,N. Y. 
Cooley 
Cox 
Curley 
Daughton, Va. 
Davis 
·Dawson 
Delaney, 

James J. 
Ding ell 

Douglas, Ill. 
Eaton 
Engle, Calif. 
Fisher 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Gardner 
Gibson 
Gillette 
Graham 
Grant, Ala. 
Gross 
Harless, Ariz. 
Hartley 
Healy 
Hebert. 
Heffernan 
Herter 
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Holmes, Mass. Mathews Rogers N.Y. 
Hook May Russell 
Hope Miller, Calif. Scrivner 
Johnson, lll. Monroney Sheppard 
John,_son, Morrison Sheridan 

Lyndon B. Norton Sundstrom 
Judd Plumley Talbot 
Kefauver Poage Towe 
Keogh Randolph Traynor 
King Rayfiel Wadsworth 
Kirwan Reed. N. :Y. Welch 
Knut son Rich West 
Luce Rivers White 
McGlinchey Rizley Wickersham 
Maloney Robertson, Va. Winter 
Mansfield, Tex. Roe, N.Y. Wolfenden, Pa. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this v.ote: 
Mr. Adams for, with Mr. Randolph' against. 
Mr. Brehm for, with Mr. Keogh against. 
Mr. Graham for, with Mr. Healy against. 
Mr. Gross for, y.rith Mr. Davis against. 
Mr. Carlson for, with Mrs. Norton against. 
Mr. Buffet for, with Mr. Miller of California 

against. 
Mr. Hartley for, with Mr. Wickersham 

against. 
Mr. Cole of New York for, with Mr. Bradley 

of Pennsylvania against. 
Mr. Judd for, with Mr. Sheridan aga~nst. 
Mr. Holmes of Massachusetts for, with Mr. 

Morrison against. 
Mr. Knutson for, with Mr. King against. 
Mr. Hope for, with Mr. McGlinchey against. 
Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Engle 

of California against. 
Mr. Gillette for, with Mr. Dingell against. 

Additional general pairs: 
Mr. Tiaynor with Mr. Chiperfield. 
Mr. Cannon of Fiorida with Mr. Sund-

strom. 
Mr. James ·J. Delaney with Mr. Talbot. 
Mr. Lyndon B. Johnson with Mr. Weichel. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Towe. 
Mr. Fisher with Mr. Winter. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above ::ecorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ofier a 
motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. TABER. I am not, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HENDRICKS: Mr. Speaker, a 

point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen

tleman will state it. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Did the gentleman 

from New York say he was against the 
bill? 

Mr. TABER. I did not. That relates 
only to the privilege of offering it. A 
Member who is opposed to the bill would 
be entitled to prior recognition. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I 
make the point of order that unless the 
gentleman is opposed to the bill he can
not offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
any Member of the minority party who 
is opposed to the bill who desires to offer 
a motion to recommit? [After a pause.] 
~he Chair hears none. 

The Clerk will report the motion to 
recommit offered by the gentleman from 
New York. 

The Clerk read.as follows: 
Mr. TABER moves to recommit the bill to 

the Committee on Appropriations with in-

structions to report the same back forthwith 
with amendments reducing the appropria
tion for personnel in every item except those 
for the Veterans' Administration by 10 
percent, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the mo
tion to recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
Mr. TABER. On that, Mr. Speaker, I 

demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 145, nays 175, not voting 107, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 8] 
YEAS-145 

Allen, 111. Gillie Martin, Iowa 
Andersen, Goodwin Martin, Mass. 

H. Carl Grant. Ind. Mason 
Anderson, Calif. Griffiths Merrow 
Angell Gwinn, N. Y. Michener 
Arends Gwynne, Iowa Mtller, Nebr. 
Arnold Hagen Mundt 
Barrett. Wyo. Hale Murray, Wis. 
Beall Hall, O'Hara 
Bennet, N.Y. Edwin Arthur O'Konski 
Bennett, M.o. Hall, Phillips 
Bishop Leonard W. Pittenger 
Blackney Halleck Ploeser 
Bolton Hancock Ramey 
Bradley, Mich. ·Hand Reece, Tenn. 
Brown, Ohio Harness, Ind. Reed, lll. 
Brumbaugh . Henry .Rees, Kans. 
Buck Heselton Robertson, 
Butler Hass N. Dak. 
Byrnes, Wis. Hill Robsion, Ky. 
Campbell Hinshaw Rockweli · 
Case, N.J. Hoeven Rodgers, Pa. 
Case, S. Dak. Hoftman Rogers, Mass. 
Chenoweth Holmes, Wash. Schwabe, Mo. 
Chiperfield Horan Schwab~. Okla. 
Church Howell Shafer 
Clason Jenkins Sharp 
Cleven ger Jennings Short 
Cole, M.o. Jensen Simpson, Pa. · 

· Corbett Johnson, Calif. Smith, Maine 
Crawford Johnson, Ind. Smith, Ohio 
Cunningham Jones Smith, Wis. 
Curtis J onkman Sprin ger 
D'Ewart Kean St efan 
Dolliver Kearney Stevenson 

' Dondero Keefe Stockman 
Dworshak Kilburn Sumner, Ill. 
Ellis Kinzer Taber 
Ellsworth Kunkel Ta.lle 
Elsaesser LaFollette Taylor 
Elston Landis Thomas, N.J. 
Engel. Mich. Latham Tibbott 
Fellows LeCompte Vory~; , Ohio 
Fenton LeFevre Vursell 
Fuller Lewis Weichel 
Fulton McConnell Wigglesworth 
Gamble McCowen Wilson 
Gerlacb McDonough Wolcott 
Gifford McGregor Wolverton, N.J. 
Gillespie McMillen, Ill. 

Abernethy 
Allen, La. 
.Andrews, Ala. 
Andrews. N.Y. 
Bailey 
Baldwin, Md. 
Barden 
Barrett, Pa. 
Barry 
Bates, Ky. 
Biemiller 
Bonner 
Boren 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Burch 
Camp 
Cannon, Mo. 
Carnahan 
Chelf 
Clark 
Clements 
Cochran 
Colmer 
Combs 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Cravens 

NAYS-175 

Crosser Green 
D' Alesandro Gregory 
De Lacy Hare 
Delaney, Harr is 

John .J. Hart 
Dirksen Havenner 
Domengeaux Hays 
Daughton, N.C. Hedrick 
Douglas. Calif. Hendricks 
Do~le Hobbs 
Drewry Hoch 
Durham Holifield 
EarthmA.n Huber 
Eberharter Hull 
Elliott Izac 
Fallon Jackson 
Feighan Jarman 
Flood Johnson, 
Folger Luther A. 
Forand Johnson, Okla. 
Gallagher Kee 
Gary Kelley, Pa.. 
Gathings Kelly, IlL 
Geelan Kerr 
Gordon Kilday 
Gore Kopplemann 
Gorski Lane 
Granahan Lanham 
Granger Larcade 

Lea 
Lesinski 
Link 
Ludlow 
Lyle 
Lynch 
McCormack 
McGehee 

_McKenzie 
McMillan, S.C. 
Madden 
Mahon 
Manasco 
Mansfield, 

Mont. 
Marcantonio 
Mills 
Morgan 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Tenn. 
Neely 
Norrell 
O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Neal 
O'Toole 
Outland 
Pace 
Patman 
Pa trick 

Patterson 
Peterson, Fla. 
Peterson, Ga. 
Pfeifer 
Philbin 
Pickett 
Powell 
Price, Fla. 
Price, Ill. 
Priest 
Quinn, N.Y. 
Rabaut 
Rabin 
Rains 
Rankin 
Res a 
Richards 
Riley 
Robertson, Va. 
Roe, Md. 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rooney 
Rowan 
Ryter 
Sa bath 
Sadowski 
Sasscer 
Savage 
Sikes 
Simpson, Til. 
Slaughter 

~mith, Va. 
Snyder 
Somers, N.Y. 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Starkey 
Stewart 
Stigler 
Sullivan 
Su m n ers, Tex. 
Tarver 
Thorn 
Thomas. Tex. 
Thomason 
Tolan 
Torrens · 
Trimble 
Vinson 
Voorhis, Ca lif. 
Walter 
Wasielewski 
Weaver 
Whitten 
Whittington 
Winstead 
Wood 
Woodhou!;e 
Worley 
Zimmerman 

NOT VOTING-107 
Adams 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Auchincloss 
Baldwin, N. Y. 
Bates, Mass. 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Bender 
Bland 
Bloom 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brehm 
Buckley 
Buffett 
Bulwinkle 
Bunker 
Burgin 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Canfield 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carlson 
Celler 
Chapman 
Clippinger 
Coffee 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N.Y. 
Cooley 
cox 
Curley 
Daughton, Va. 
Davis 
Dawson 
Delaney, 

James J. 

Dingell 
Douglas,Anl. 
Eaton 
Engle, Calli. 
Fernandez 
Fisher 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Gardner 
Gavin 
Gearhart 
Gibson 
Gillette 

.Gossett 
Graham 
Grant, Ala. 
Gross 
Harless, Ariz. 
Hart!ey 
Healy 
Hebert 
Heffernan 
Herter 
Holmes, Mass. 
Hook 
Hope 
Johnson, Til. 
Johnson, 

Lyndon B. 
Judd 
Kefauver 
Keogh 
King 
K irwan 
Knutson 
Lemlte 
Luce 

McGlinch~y 
Maloney 
Mansfield, Tex. 
Mathews 
May 
Miller, Calif. 
Monroney 
Morrison 
Norton 
Plumley 
Poage 
Randolph 
Rayfiel 
Reed, N. Y. 
Rich 
Rivers 
Rizley 
Robinson, Ut ah 
Roe,N. Y. 
Rogers,' N. Y. 
Russell 
Scrivner 
Sheppard 
Sheridan 
·Sundstrom 
Talbot 
To we 
Traynor 
Wadsworth 
Welch 
West 
White 
Wickersham 
Winter 
Wolfenden , Pa. 
Woodruff 

So the motion to recommit was re
jected. 

The Clerk .announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Adams !oy, with Mr. Randolph against. 
Mr. Brehm far, with Mr. Keogh against . 
Mr. Graham for, with Mr. Healy against. 
Mr. Gross for, with Mr. Davis against. 
Mr. Carlson for, with Mrs. Norton against. 
Mr. Buffett for, with Mr. Miller of Califor-

nia against. · 
Mr. Cole of New York for, with Mr. Bradley 

of Pennsylvania against. 
Mr. Judd foJ;, with Mr. Sheridan against. 
Mr. Holmes of Massachusetts for, with Mr .. 

Morrison against. 
Mr. Knutson for, with Mr. 'King against. 
Mr. Gillette for, with Mr. Dingell against. · 
Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Engle 

of California against. 
Mr. Hope fol', with Mr. McGlinchey against. 
Mr. Rizley for, with Mr. Robinson of Ut ah 

against. 

Additional ~~neral pairs: 
Mr. Wickersham with Mr. Gearhart. 
Mr. Bland with Mr. Lemke. · 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Woodruff. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. Gavin. 

i·' 



1946 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 37l 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. AL

LEN of Illinois and Mr. \VOLCOTT changed 
their votes from "nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr: Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-Yeas 301, nays 5, not voting 121, 
as follows: 

(Roll No. 9] 
YEAS-301 

Abernethy Gallagher Link 
Allen, Ill. Gamble Ludlow 
Allen, La . Gary Lyle 
Andersen, Geelan Lynch 

H. Carl Gerlach McConnell 
Anderson, Calif.Gifford McCormack 
Andrews, Ala. Gillespie McCowen 
Angell Gillie McDonough 
Arends Goodwin McGehee 
Bailey Gordon McGregor 
Baldwin, Md. Gore McKenzie 
Barden Gorski McMillan, S. C. 
Barrett, Pa. Granaha n McMillen, Ill. 
Barry Granger Madden 
Bates, Ky. Grant, Ind. . Mahon 
Bennet, N.Y. Green Manasco· 
Bennett, Mo. Gregory Mansfield, 
Biemiller Griffiths Mont. 
Bishop Gwinn, N.Y. Marcantonio 
Blackney Hagen Martin, Mass. 
Bolton Hale Mason 
Bonner H:ill, Merrow 
Boren Edwin Arthur Michener 
Bradley, Mich. Hall, Miller, Nebr. 
Brooks Leonard W. Mills 
Brown, Ga. Halleck Morgan 
Brown, Ohio Hancock Mundt 
Brumbaugh Hand Murdock 
Bryson Hare Murphy 
Buck Harness, Ind. . Murray, Tenn. 
Burch Harris Murray, Wis. 
Burgin Hart Neely 
Butler Havenner Norrell 
Camp Hays O'Brien, Ill. 
Campbell Hedrick O 'Brien,Mich. 
Cannon, Mo. Hendricks O'Hara 
Carnahan Henry O'Neal 
case, N.J. Heselton O 'Toole 
case, s. Dale. Hess Outland 
Chelf Hill Pace 
Chenoweth Hinshaw Patman 
Church Hobbs Patrick 
Clason Hoch Patterson 
Clements Hoeven Peterson, Fla. 
Clevenger Hoffman Peterson, Ga. 
Cochran Holifield Pfeifer 
Col.e, Mo. Holmes, Wash. Philbin 
Colmer Horan Phillips 
combs Howell Pickett 
Cooper Huber Pittenger 
corbett Hull Ploeser 
courtney Izac Powell 
cravens Jackson Price, Fla. 
Crawford Jarman Pri<Je, Ill. 
crosser Jenkins Priest 
cunningham Jennings Quinn, N.Y. 
curtis Jensen Rabaut 1 

D'Alesandro Johnson, Calif. Rabin 
De Lacy Johnson, Ind. Rains 
Delaney, Johnson, Ramey 

John J. Luther A. Rankin 
D'Ewart Johnson, Okla. Reece, Tenn. 
Dirksen Jones Reed, Ill. 
Dolliver Jonkman Rees, Kans. 
Domengeaux Kean Resa 
Dondero Kearney Richards 
Douglas, Calif. Kee Riley 
Doyle Keefe Robertson, 
Drewry Kelley, Pa. N. Oak. 
Durham Kelly, Ill. Robertson, Va. 
Dworshak Kerr Rockwell 
Earthman Kilday Rodgers, Pa. 
Eberharter Kinzer Roe, Md. 
Elliott Kopplemann Rogers, Fla. 
Ellis Kunkel Rogers, Mass. 
Elsaesser LaFollette Rooney 
Elston Landis Rowan 
Fallon Lane Ryter 
Felghan Lanham Sadowski" 
Fellows Larcade Sasscer 
Fenton Latham Savage 
Flood Lea Schwabe, Mo. 
Folger LeCompte Schwabe, Okla. 
Forand LeFevre Shafer 
Fuller Lesinski f:!harp 
Fulton Lewis Sikes 

Simpson, Dl. 
Slaughter 
Smith, Maine 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, Va. 
Snyder 
Somers, N.Y. 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Springer 
Starkey 
Stefan 
Stevenson 
Stewart 
Stigler 
Stockman 
Sull1van 

Byrnes, Wis. 
Kilburn 

Sumner, Dl. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Taber 
Talle 
Tarver 
Taylor 
Thorn 
Thomas, N.J. 
Thomas, Tex. 
Thomason 
Tibbett 
Tolan 
Torrens 
Trimble 
Vinson 
Voorhis, Calif. 
Vorys, Ohio 

NAYS-5 
O'Konski 
Short 

Vursell 
Walter 
Wasielewski 
Weichel 
Whitten 
Whittington 
Wigglesworth 
Wilson 
Winstead 
Wolcott 
Wolverton,.N. J. 
Wood 
Woodhouse 
Woodruff 
Worley 
Zimmerman 

Smith, Wis. 

NOT VOTING-121 
Adams 
Andresen, 

August H. 
Andrews, N.Y. 
Arnold 
Auchincloss 
Baldwin, N.Y. 
Barrett, W'Yo. 
Bates, Mass. 
Beall 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Bender 
Bland 
Bloom 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brehm 
Buckley 
Buffett 
Bulwinkle 
Bunker 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Canfield 
cannon, Fla. 
carlson 
Celler 
Chapman 
Chiperfield 
Clark 
Clippinger 
Coffee 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N.Y. 
Cooley 
Cox 
Curley 
Daughton, Va. 
Davis 
Dawson 
Delaney, 

James J. 

Dingell McGlinchey 
Daughton, N.C. Maloney 
Douglas, Ill. Mansfield, Tex. 
Eaton Martin, Iowa 
Ellsworth Mathews 
Engel, Mich. May 
Engle, Calif. Miller, Calif. 
Fernandez Monroney 
Fisher Morrison 
Flannagan Norton 
Fogarty Plumley 
Gardner Poage 
Gathings Randolph 
Gavin Rayftel 
Gearhart Reed, N. Y. 
Gibson Rich 
Gillette Rivers 
Gossett Rizley 
Graham Robinson, Utah 
Grant, Ala. Robsion, Ky. 
Gross Roe, N. Y. 
Gwynne, Iowa. Rogers, N.Y. 
Harless, Ariz. Russell 
Hartley Sabath 
Healy Scrivner 
Hebert Sheppard 
Heffernan Sheridan 
Herter Simpson, Pa. 
Holmes, Mass. Sundstrom 
Hook Talbot 
Hope Towe 
Johnson, Ill. Traynor 
Johnson, Wadsworth 

Lyndon B. Weaver 
Judd Welch 
Kefauver West 
Keogh White 
King Wickersham 
Kirwan Winter 
Knutson Wolfenden, Pa. 
Lemke 
Luce 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Additional general pairs: 
Mr. Rogers of New York with Mr. Robsion 

of Kentucky. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Arnold. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. Randolph with Mr. Adams. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Brehm. 
Mr. Healy with Mr. Graham. 
Mr. Davis with Mr. Gross. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Carlson. 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Buffett. 
Mr. Bradley of Pennsylvania with Mr. Cole 

of New York. 
Mr. Sheridan with Mr. Judd. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Holmes of Massa-

chusetts. 
Mr. King with Mr. Knutson. 
Mr. Dingell with Mr. Gillette. 
Mr. Engle of California with Mr. Reed of 

New York. 
Mr. McGlinchey with Mr. Hope. 
Mr. Robinson of Utah with Mr. Rizley. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Beall. 
Mr. Maloney with Mr. Ellsworth. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Gwynne of Iowa. 
Mr. Gossett with Mr. Johnson of nunois. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. Simpson of Pennsyl-

vania. 
· Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 

Mr. Weaver with Mr. Barrett of Wromins. 

The result of the vote was announced, 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the Delegate from Hawaii [Mr. FARRING
TON] may extend in the REcoRD a report 
of the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Territories. The gentleman from Hawaii 
[Mr. FARRINGTON] has received a letter 
from the printer that this exceeds the 
limit established by the Joint Committee 
on Printing and that it will cost $173.40. 
Notwithstanding the cost, I ask unani
mous consent that -the extension may be 
made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not
withstanding the cost, without objection, 
the extension may be made. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD, at the close of the 
debate on H. R 5201 in the Committee of 
the Whole, as part of the debate in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HoFFMAN] 
may address the House for 15 minutes 
on tomorrow, Friday, immediately after 
disposition of business on the Speaker's 
desk and at the conclusion of any spe
cial orders heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. PLOESER <at the request of Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH) was given permission to 
extend the remarks he made in the 
Committee today and include a table re
ferring to the Budget. 

Mr. BARRETT of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD and include · a 
speech made on National Freedom Day in 
Washington. 

Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include an Editorial from the 
Honolulu Star Bulletin of January 17, 
1946. 

Mrs. DOUGLAS of California asked 
and was given permission to extend her 
own remarks in the Appendix of the 
RECORD in five separate instances; in four 
instances to include the history of the 
Negro soldier as taken from reports of 
the War Department, the Navy, and the 
merchant marine; and in the other in
stance to include the facts of the steel 
strike as presented by Mr. Philip Murray, 
president of the CIO. 

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
REcORD on two subjects and include an 
editorial from a Los Angeles newspaper. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
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in the RECORD and include a newspaper 
clipping. 

SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. JoNKMAN] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

THE STRIKE SITUATION 

Mr. JONKMAN. Mr~ Speaker, a great 
Washington newspaper, which has for a 
decade or more never been considered 
antiadministration, Jast Tuesday diag
nosed the situation of the automotive, 
meat, electrical, and steel strikes in a 
front-page editorial, and .said. "It is a 
criminal set-back, anrd it seems like a 
conspiracy." A little further on the edi
torial said, ~'What has happened is simply 
a break-down in common sense." 

Now, I know it is .of little moment to 
a man whose house is afire whether the 
fire was caused by firebugs or a break
down in common sense. He w.ants the 
fire put out. But if he knew it was the 
work of firebugs, he certainly would not 
turn to them to put it out. 

The editorial makes the positive asser
tion that a .crime has been committed or 
is being committed. "But," it says, "no 
good will come out of name calling:• So 
it does not name the crime. Neither does 
it name the probable conspirators. 

Nevertheless, if a crime is being com
mitted. it is not the result of merely a 
break-down in common sense. It pre
sumes criminal intent, deliberation, and 
motive, and if engaged in by two or more 
persons, is the result of a conspiracy. So, 
having set the premise that the strike 
situation is a criminal set-back, we can 
come to only one conclusion, namely, that 
it results from a conspiracy. Our prob
lem then is to identify those conspirators 
or some of them. 

The evidence, it 'Seems to me, points to 
the administration. Things were smelly 
in the administration for several months 
before the General Motors strik.e. A dan
gerous, deliberate, -destructive, well
schemed conspiracy was in the making. 

About mid-September, 1945, William 
H. Davis was let .out as the head of the. 
Office Qf Economic Stabilization ostensi
bly because of his speech a few weeks 
previous about raising wages 50 pereent 
without increasing prices. He was dis
missed with praise and bonor and the 
President said, "About that aim .there has 
never been any eonfiict of v.iews." The 
Davis episode was ·undoubtedly a trial 
balloon. 

Nottliithstanding this ~asco~ on Octo
ber 12, a full month before the General 
Motors Strike, Henry Wallace, the Secre
tary of Commerce, volunteered a speech 
in which he advocated that the Govern
ment should help labor to obtain 15 to 20 
percent-and some news articles .say 25 
percent--of its 30 percent wage increase 
demand, and allow .compensating price 
increases where necessary to cover the 
higher labor costs. 

A few days later new.spaper headlines 
read, ''Snyder .says wages -can be raised 
by industr:v without price increases," a.nd 
same news .a.I·ticles alleged that he .ad
vocated a. w-age increase of 24 percent on 
this basis. .John W. Snyder is the new 
head of the Board of Demobilization and 

Reconversion, and took over the job v-a
cated by Davis when the Office of Eco
nomic Stabilization was convenientlY 
abolished. 

To top this all off, President Truman. in 
his wage-price policy speech of Octobex 
30, 1945, more than 3 weeks before tl1e 
Gtmeral Motors strike, backed them up 
with the following statement: "There are 
several reasons why I believe that imius
try as a whole .can afford substantial wage 
increases without increasing priees." 
True, President Truman tries to straddle 
the issue by saying, "We must not kill the 
goose which lays the golden egg," and 
that after 6 mont'hs of losses under this 
policy, industry can apply for price in
creases. 

Now, after the President and his ad
ministration leaders threw about these 
sparks and started the conflagration {)f 
strikes in which we find ourselves, how 
could we expect conservative labor lead
ers to stop the confiagration? What 
chance had collective bargaining? Why 
bother about the obligation of contracts? 
No conspiracy could have been more 
adroitly planned to bring about the crisis 
in which we find ourselves. And what 
is the motive? All real Americans are 
stricken with fear that the purpose is 
to destroy constitutional government and 
free enterprise, and have it taken over 
under .a collectivist ideology, with the 
bureaucrats operating our industries. Is 
this treason? What else can it be? 

Under the above-named conspiracy, 
there is little use in the American peo
ple looking to the administration for 
relief. They are looking to Congress, 
and Congress must act and immediately 
and remedially. 

The simplest approach for Congress is 
to pass legislation requiring the incor
poration of unions, which I think con
structive union leaders and members will 
welcome.· 

Congress should also pass amendments 
to the Wagner Act, the National Labor 
Relations Act, and such other amenP,
ments as will require both management 
and labor 'to respect hum-an rights and 
property rights, as well as responsibility 
for their respective obligations. 

'The public is looking to Congress to 
do this speedily and fearlessly, and while 
the relief wili not be immediate, it will 
insure a legal concept th.at we must come 
to, sooner or later. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
· pr.evious order of tbe House the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. EBERH&n
TER) is recognized for 10 minutes. 

THE STEEL STRIKE 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, to
day 1 introduced a bill to permit carry
back and carry-over cf unused excess
profits credit only tor costs of reconver
sion and loss of in.oome attributable to 
reconversion. 

On Friday, January 18, the giant 
United States Steei C{)rp. led the rest 
of the stee1 industry in thumbing its . 
nose at the President of the United States 
and throwing this country tnt'O a shut
down of steel operations which will crip
ple our reconversion program. I know 
that the American people will be .shocked 
to learn~ in addition, that it is they, the 
Ame1ican taxpayers, will be called upon 

to guarantee the profits of the steel in
dustry out of the public Trea.slll·y. Un
der our present tax laws, if the arrogant 
rule-or-min attitude of the .steel trust 
results in the production in 1946 of not 
a ·single ounce of steel, the Treasury of 
the United States may be called upon to 
deliver to the steel companies in the form 
of tax refnnds amounts estimated to run 
as high as $145,000,000. 

This horrible anomaly is the result of 
a little-understood provision of our war
time excess-profits tax law. In that law 
we advised American industry that dur
ing the war years they would be per
mitted to earn a normal level of profits 
measured either by their prewar eain
ings or a .reasonable percentage on their 
invested capital without payment of 
taxes {)ther than the .normal corporate 
tax. Where their earnings rose above 
those normal earnings we declared that 
these would constitute excess profits sub
ject to a special excess-profits tax. 

But we said something more--and 
there is the rub. We said that if after 
paying the taxes during the war years 
any corporation in any one of the 2 year~ 
thereafter failed to earn that normal ex
pected profit which we credited to them 
they could take the amount by which 
they fell below that level, apply it as ad
ditional credit by a earry-back device 
into the preceding years in which they 
did pay excess-profits taxes and then 
demand a l'efund 011 their tax-es. 

For the year 1946 we went even fur
ther. We repealed the excess-profits tax 
law, but we kept on the books this provi
sion for a carry-back. In other words 
if a corporation earns it::; normal profit~ 
and more, ·it pays no excess-profits tax· 
but if that corporation earns 1ess tha~ 
the normal profit level which we allowed 
it, it can stm demand those t ax refunds 
out of the excess-profits taxes which it 
~aid on its high earnings for the years 
before 1946. From here on out we said 
to th.ese corporations, "It's heads you 
win; tails we lose." 

The excuse was given that this was 
necessary in order to help these corpo
rations out during the reconversion pe
riod. But today these corporations are 
shutting down their plants, not because 
of the .necessity for retooling or prepar
ing for peacetime production; they are 
shutting down their plants beeause the 
corporations themselves are going on 
strike against their own employees. 
against the President of the United 
States, against the people of the United 
States. And the people, ironically 
enough, will be asked to finance this 
corporation sit-down strike by refunds 
out of the Treasury of the United States. · 

I say that this is an infamous imposi
tion on the American people. To con
tinue this law on our books in its pres
ent form is inexcusable. I have no ob
jection to allowing these tax refund.s for 
the legitimate purpose of aiding in recon
version to full peacetime production, but 
I shall do everything in my power to see 
to it that the law is chan~ed so as to 
withdraw tbe benefits of these payments 
from the giant corporations such as those 
in the steel indust1·y and the General 
Motors Corp., which have brought aoout 
strikes among their own _employees by 
virtue of the arrogant refusal of these 
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corporations to cooperate with the Gov
ernment of the United States. 

I must say frankly that the Ways and 
Mea~s Committee and the Congress, at 
the t1me consideration was being given to 
refunds and ~..:redits on excess-profits 
taxes were completely unaware that these 
moneys thus saved would or could be 
used as a cushion by some corporation so 
inclined to finance a bitter struggle 
against organized ·labor, against strikes, 
and even against the principle of collec
tive bargaining. I am sure. that if any 
.thought that the present situation would 
arise had entered the minds of some 
Members, there would have been greater 
opposition to these provisions. Thus a 
provision intended solely to help recon
version is being used to thwart recon
version. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish also at this time 
to call attention to the bill (H. R. 5180) 
ir-troduced 3 days ago by my colleague 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
BAILEYL I commend him for for so 
promptly bringing the subject to the at
tention of Congress. My bill is consider
ably more moderate in its terms, inas
much as it would pertain to, in a propor
tionate degree, only where corporations' 
refunds and credits were related to a 
work stoppage by reason of a labor dis
pute. Mr. BAILEY's bill would remove 
the benefit of unused excess profits and 
credit carry-back from all corporations. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ANDREWS of Alabama (at the 
request of Mr. SPARKMAN) was given ·per
. mission to extend his remarks in the 
REcORD and include an editorial. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CHAPMAN (at the request of 
Mr. GREGORY), for today, on account of 
illness. · 

To Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (.at the request of 
Mr. EATON), for 2 days, on account of 
official business. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speatter, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 6 o'clock and 49 minutes p. m.> the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Friday, 
January 25, 1946, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTE ON THE CENSUS 

The Committee on the Census will 
hold hearings on H. R. 4781 on Friday 
morning, January 25, 1946, at 10 o'clock. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE · AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE . 

There will · be a meeting of the Secu
rities Subcommittee of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at 
2 p. m. on Friday, January 25, 1946 to 
continue hearings in its study of op~ra
tions pursuant to the Public Utility Hold
ing Company Act of 1935. 

There will be a meeting of the Federal 
)'rade Subcommittee of the Committee 
on Interst~te and Foreign Commerce at 
10 · o~clock a. m., Tuesday,. January 29, . 
1946. 

I;Jv..siness to be considered: Commerce 
hearings on the bill <H. R. 2390) to 

amend the act creating the Federal 
Trade Commission, to define its powers 
and duties, and for other purposes. 

COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 

The Committee on Patents will hold 
hearings on H. R. 4143 in the committee 
room, 416 Old House Office Building, 
January 29; 1946, beginning at 10:30 
a.m. 

. COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Subcommittee No. 1 of the Committee 
on the Judiciary will hold a hearing on 
Wednesday, January 30, 1946, on the 
bill <H. R. 2710) to provide for the ·deten
tion, care, and treatment of persons of 
unsound mind in certain Federal reser
vations in Virginia and Maryland. The 
hearing will begin at 10 a. m., and · will 
be held in the Judiciary Committee 
room, 346 House Office Building. 

The Special Subcommittee on Bank
ruptcy and Reorganization of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary will hold a hear
ing on Monday, February 4, 1946, on the 
bill <H. R. 5023) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States," approved July 1, 1898, and acts 
amendatory thereof and supplementary 
thereto. The hearing will begin at 10 
a. m., and will be held in the Judiciary 
Committee room, 346 ,House Office Build
ing. 

Subcommittee No. 1 of the Committee 
on the Judiciary will hold a hearing on 
Wednesday, February 6, 1946, on the bill 
(H. R. 5089) to amend the First War 
Powers Act, 1941. The hearing will be-· 
gin at 10 a. m., and will be held in the 
Judiciary Committee room, 346 House 
Office Building. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

972. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting the information 
that no exchanges of land were consummated 
during the calendar year of 1945, pursuant to 
the act of June 14, 1926 (44 Stat. 741; 43 
U. S. C., sec. 869); to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

973. A letter from the President, United 
States Civil Service Commission, transmitting 
a draft of a proposed bill to amend the act 
entitled "An act to provide for the payment 
to certain Government employees for ac
cumulated or accrued annual leave due upon 
their separation from Government service," 
approved December 21, 1944; to the Com
mittee on the Civil Service. 

974. A communication from the President 
of the Un}ted States, transmitting a supple~ 
mental estimate of appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1946 in the amount of $18,000, for 
the Panama Canal, to remain available until 
expended (H. ::Joe. No. 418); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.· 

975. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting supple~ 
mental estimates of appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1946 for the Railroad Retirement 
Board, amounting to $242,000 (H. Doc. No. 
419); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON Pul3LIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Unqer clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Reso~ution 494. Resolution providing for the 
consideration of H. R. 4437, a bill to provide 
for the return of public employment offices 
to State operation, to amend the act of Con~ 
gress approved June 6, 1933, and for other 

. purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1488). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 495. Resolution 
providing for the consideration of H. R. 3370, 
a bill to provide assistance to the States in 
the establishment, maintenance, operation, 
and expansion of school-lunch programs, and 
for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1489). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

~r. JARMAN: Committee on Printing. 
House Concurrent Resolution 121. Concur
rent resolution authorizinf!' the House Com
mittee on Ways and Meanos to have printed 
for its use additional copies of the report to 
the committee of its technical staff relative 
to the i~sues in social security; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1490). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. DREWRY: Committ~e .m Naval Affairs. 
S. 1618. An act to exempt the Navy Depart
ment from statutory prohibitions against the 
employment of noncitizens, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1491). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 1560. Ari act to amend the Service Exten
sion Act of 1941,' as amended, to extend re
employment benefits to former members of 

· the Women's Army Auxiliary ·corps who en
tered the Women's Army Corps; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1492). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. McMILLAN of South Carolina: 
H. R. 5229. A bill to effectuate the purpose 

of providing employment for returning vet
erans, and for other purposes, by providing 
for the establishment of a three-platoon 
system in the Fire Department of the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the DiS· 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 5230. A bill to develop, conserve, and 

regulate the use of atomic energy, to pro
mote and encourage such uses as may serve 
the economic welfare of the Nation, to pro
hibit its private exploitation, and to outlaw 
the military use of such energy through in
ternational compact; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By ·Mr. HENRY: 
H. R. 5231. A bill to amend Revised Statutes 

4921 (U. S. C. A., title 35, Patents, sec. 70), 
providing that damages be ascertained on the 
basis of compensation for infringement, as 
in actions for infringement in the United 
States Court of Claims; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. EBERHARTER: 
H. R. 5232. A bill to permit carry-back and 

carry-over of unused excess-profits credit 
only for costs of reconversion and loss of 
income. attributable to reconversion; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 5233. A bill to permit civilian officers 

and employees of the United States and of 
the government of the District of Columbia 
t~ elect to receive United States savings 
bonds in lieu of leave; to the Committee on 
the Civil Service. 

By Mrs. BOLTON: 
H. R. 5234. A bill to authorize the Federal 

Security Administrator to aEsist the States 
in matters relating to social protection, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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By Mr. LEMKE: 

H. Con. Res. 122. Concurren.t resolution to 
speed up demobilization of the .unnecessary 
men in the armed forces; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo

rials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By the SPEAKER·: Memorial of the Legisla
ture o't the State of California, memorializing 
the President and the Congress of the United 
States, to declare as surplus property all 
building materials held but not needed by 
the armed forces in California, and to effect 
the Immediate release of such materials for 
housing construction, providing for prefer
ence to veterans .in the purchase thereof; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Ex
ecutive Departments. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State or · South Carolina, memorializing the 
President and the Congress of the Unit.::d 
States, to enact legislation reducing the age 
limit relating to old-age and survivors in
surance, and to provide...Pisability benefits to 
commence with disab111ty; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRE'IT of Pennsylvania: 
H. R. 5235. A bill for the relief of Gustavo 

Ferretti; to the Committee o:n Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana: 
H. R. 5236. A b1ll to provide for the pay

ment in a lump sum to Montana State C~l
lege of national service life insurance granted 
the late Ralph Coldwater; to the Committee 
on C.laims. 

By Mr. OUTLAND: 
H. R. 6237. A bill for the relief of Miriam 

Bai'ltle; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

1491. By Mr. RICH: Petition of Sgt. Ed
ward J. Claudius and other men in the armed 
forces, urging the introduction and passage 
of a GI emancipation bill guaranteeing that 
any soldier fulfilllng certain requirements 
will be eligible for immediate d ischarge; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1492. By the SPEAKER: Petition· of Pic 
Edward H. Forrest and other enlisted men 
overseas, petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to their protest 
of any delay in the demobilization of the 
armed forces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

;SENATE 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 25, 1946 

<Legislative day of Friday, January 18, 
1946) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 Thou Creator of the ends of the 
earth, with whom is no distinction of 
race or habitation, but all are one in 
Thee, break down, we beseech Thee, the 
barriers which divide us, bridge the un-

happy divisions of Thy contending chil
dren, that we may work together with 
one accord with each other and with 
Thee, that all the kingdoms of the world 
may become the one and radiant king
dom of Thy redeeming love. 

As we spend our years like a tale that 
is told, may it be, to the last page, a tale 
of service well done, of duty faced with
out flinching, of honor unsu111ed, and of 
horizons stretched out, as daily we fare 
forth toward journey's end; then of Thy 
great mercy grant us a safe lodging 
and a holy rest, and peace at the last. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was communi
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its 
reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed a bill <H. R. 5201) making 
appropriations for the Executive Office 
and sundry independent executive bu
reaus, boards, commissions, p,nd offices 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1947, 
and for other purposes, in which it re
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to a concurrent resolu
tion <H. con. Res. 121) authorizing the . 
House Committee on Ways and Means to 
have printed for its use additional copies 
of the report to the committee of its tech
nical staff relative to the issues in social 
security, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 
AMENDMENT OF COMMODITY CREDIT 

CORPORATION AND EMERGENCY PRICE 
CONTROL ACTS-JOINT RESOLUTION IN
TRODUCED 

Mr. McCLELLAN obtained the fioor. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the 

Senator, without in any way losing his 
rights or the parliamentary status in any 
way being involved, permit me, on behalf 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. WAG._ 
NER], to introduce a technical routine 
joint resolution amending Public Law 
No. 30 which affects the agricultural 
program and which must be referred to 
the committee in order · that it may be 
considered? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I shall be happy to 
yield under the conditions stated by the 
able majority leader. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I thank the Senator 
from Arkansas, and I now introduce the 
joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With.;. 
out objection, the joint resolution will be 
received and appropriately referred. 

The joint resolution <S. J. Res. 134) 
to amend Public Law 30 of the Seventy
ninth Congress, and for other purposes, 
introduced by Mr. B~RKLEY (for Mr. 
WAGNER), was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. · 
PRICE FIXING ON COTTON AND COTTON 

PRODUCTS-RESOLUTIONS OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA SENATE 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Arkansas yield to me 
for the purpose of enabling me to ask 

unanimous consent to present two resolu
tions adopted by the Senate of tl:le State 
of South Carolina so that they may be 
placed in the RECORD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With
out objection, the resolutions will be re
ceived and referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and, under the 
rule, printed in the RECORD. 

The resolutions presented by Mr. MAY
BANK are as follows: 
Resolution protesting against the system o:t 

price fixin~ by the Office of Price Adminis
tration on cottonseed and cottonseed 
products whereby the farmer receives con:. 
siderably less for his cottonseed and pays 
much more for cottonseed meal and hulls 
he bu_ys 
Whereas before the present system of price 

fixing of cottonseed by the Office of Price 
Administration cotton farmers were able, 
on the average, to trade cottonseed for meal 
on a. basis of pound for pound or sometimes 
even better; and · 

Whereas under the present· system cotton
seed bought from the farmers brought him 
prices as low as $25 to $28 per ton during the 
past week, and yet the price of cottonseed 
meal made from the same cotton:::eed and 
sold by the mills brought prices of from $46 
to $48 per ton during the past week; and 

Whereas mills claim farmers' seed are in
ferior this season, however, they charge prime 
prices for their cottonseed meal and hulls: 
And, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Office of Price Adminis
tration be requested to review their present 
system of price fixing of cottonseed and cot
tonseed products; and be it 

Resolved, That immediate steps be taken 
to right the grave injustice so that the farmer 
be given his just dues in higher prices for 
seed or in lower prices for meal and hulls or 
both; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be furnished to Hon. Chester Bowles, Admin
istrator, OPA, to each Member of the South 
Carolina delegation in Congress; and to the 
Secretary of Agriculture of the United States, 
Han. Clinton P. Anderson; and to the South 
Carolina commissioner of agriculture, Han. 
J. Roy Jones. · 

Senate resolution protesting against the 
proposed action of the Office of Price Ad-

-ministration in regulating the price of 
raw cotton in an alleged effort to prevent 
a -ri~ in the cost of cotton clothing 
Whereas newspaper reports state that 

Hon. Chester Bowles, Administrator of the 
Office of Price Administration, is planning to 
put a ceiling price on raw cotton and gives 
as the reason that this proposed action is 
necessary to prevent a rise in price of cotton 
clothing; and 

Whereas the price of cotton 1s even now 
_too low in relation to the cost of production 
and in p;ice relationship to the things cotton 
farmers must buy; and 

Whereas less than 10 percent of the cost 
of average cotton finished goods goes to the 
farmer for the raw product; and 

Whereas more than 90 percent of the cost 
to consumers is included in labor, manufac
turing, overhead, transportation and sales 
profits; and 

Whereas we, the members of the General 
Assembly of the State of South Carolina, 
think this an unjust action and that the 
farmers should not be made to suffer in 
order to raise wages and profits; and 

Whereas Gov. Ransome J. Williams, Sena
tor Burnet R. Maybank, Senator Olin D. 
Johnston, and Agriculture Commissioner J. 
Roy Jones have already properly made vigor
ous protests: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the members of the . Sen
ate of South Carolina now in session con .. 
vened, That Han. Chester Bowles, Adminis
trator of the G1fice of Price Administration, 
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